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In order that our steamers may be available for military purposes, 
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We regret exceedingly being unable to continue to serve you as 
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we have for many years past, but feel sure you will appreciate Al 
Ri 
that in these times the war effort must come first. Q 
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We want to extend our thanks for the business you have given us 
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in the past and to express the hope that when we are able to resume D 


our intercoastal service, we may again count on your support. 
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BLACK POWER for the Red, White and Blue 


Now, as never before, 
“The Coal Bin of Amer- 
ica” is one of American 


‘(i 


Gtttesiricierciistits 


industry’s most vital resources. These 
great bituminous coal fields are an 
inexhaustible source of power. They 
lie largely in The Chessie Corridor— 
that extraordinarily rich industrial 
area served by Chesapeake and Ohio 
Lines. Protected by mountains that 
make the Corridor a natural fortress, 
hundreds of plants here are turning 
out war materials of every sort . . . 
at the very fountainhead of quickly 


available, low-cost power. 


~ 


But Black Power is only one of the 
Corridor’s resources now serving the 
Red, White and Blue. This region 
is also a treasure house of many other 
raw materials, abounding in mines, 
forests and farm lands. In bygone 
years of peace; many a new industry 
came to The Chessie Corridor because 
here are many answers to low-cost 
manufacture and economical mar- 
keting. Today, like Chesapeake and 
Ohio Lines, they are geared for war. 
Tomorrow—when dominance in post- 
war markets will be hard to gain— 


many an industry will find location 
in the Corridor a major asset. If you 
are now planning for that difficult 
“tomorrow, you should know the facts 
about The Chessie Corridor...TODAY. 


Quick Facts for Busy Executives 
are graphically set forth in a 56-page 
book called “The Chessie Corridor 
... Industry's Next Great Expansion 
Area.” Copies will be mailed to 
executives requesting them from 
INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT SER- 
VICE, Chesapeake and Ohio Lines, 
Huntington, West Virginia. 


THE CHESSIE CORRIDOR, Served by 


4/7 CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO LINES 
/ 


Geared to the GO of America! 
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Shovels Will Win the War! 


With this country up to its neck in a great war— 
® in which it is, to date, getting the worst of it—ideas 
differ as to what is necessary to win it. Some say thou- 
sands of airplanes; some say thousands of tanks; some 
say more soldiers and ships to get them where they can 
fight; some say a bigger navy, especially submarines 
and airplane carriers; ‘all say a huge production pro- 
gram with cooperation in it by all civilians, regardless 
of cost or hardship. Some place the emphasis here and 
others there and some are for all these things in more 
or less equal measure. But none but the pork-barrel 
politicians and those who are using the war to accom- 
plish their own ends seems to realize the chief thing 
needed. It is shovels! 


There has now been introduced in Congress a bill 
authorizing 38 river and harbor development and im- 
provement projects considered ‘essential for the na- 
tional defense.”” Some of the projects found by the 
committee report on the original omnibus river and 
harbor bill to be thus essential are omitted from the 
new bill and a few others are added. The opinion of the 
committee on the original omnibus bill was supposed to 
accord with that of the President and it is not made 
clear whether the new one, introduced by Representa- 


tive Dondero, of Michigan, means any alteration in the 
details of that administration approval—but that is not 
important. The point is that, though there may be 
some projects in the list that are essential to the war 
effort or for some other reason, most of them are not, 
and the representation that they will cost “only” four 
hundred million dollars is a joke. That amount doesn’t 
tell the tale of even one of the projects—the St. Law- 
rence Canal. 

How Hitler with his weary troops in the mud of 
Russia must tremble to know that the President of this 
great country is planning to dig that St. Lawrence Canal 
and have it ready for business in three or four years! 
What consternation in the pagan temples of Tokio when 
it is learned that the Florida ship canal is to be dug! 


-How MacArthur’s brave boys in the Philippines and the 


valiant Dutch hiding in the hills of Java will cheer when 
they are informed that it is only a question of time now 
until Congressman Mansfield’s Guadalope River will be 
developed! 

That this bill or one like it will pass is likely, for 
President Roosevelt seldom fails to get his way with 
Congress; it will have the support of our log-rolling 
senators and representatives who trade with each other 





OUR PLATFORM 
(THE LONG HAUL) 


A revised system of transportation regulation based on 
modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork amend- 
ment of the old law to make it apply to new transport 
agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. Take 
the government out of the ocean and inland waterway trans- 
portation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

_ An authoritative determination by competent and un- 
biased investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles 
are paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
Principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something by 
way of group operating economies to help themselves and co- 
operation by shippers in such economies. 


Coordination of rail and truck facilities and joint rates, 
where practicable and advantageous. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of men, 
not only of good character and general ability, but with some 
special training in and knowledge of the matters with which 
they have to deal. 

Simplification of Commission procedure. 


Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

Revision of railroad working rules and agreements to 
prevent pay for work not done. 


A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic man, 
for every business concern doing any considerable amount of 
shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic men that they 
must equip themselves to give the sort of service that will 
justify employing them. 


(THE SHORT HAUL) 


Every effort by railroads not only to expand their car 
and motive power supply to meet the present emergency 
demands, but to make their present supply go as far as pos- 
sible. Cooperation by shippers in these efforts. 

A scientific and fair treatment of the transportation 
Problem by the board created by Congress to make recom- 
mendations for legislation. 
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Kill the St. Lawrence waterway proposal. 

Move the Commission to Chicago. 

Repeal the land grant rate law. 

Abolish circuitous routing of freight. 

Curtail free passenger transportation. 

No Pullman reservations without cash for tickets. 
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to get votes for the particular “improvements” wanted 
for their constituents; it—or at least the St. Lawrence 
part of it—is advocated vociferously by most of those 
who favored the canal on general principles and now 
see a chance to get it through on the pretense that it is 
a war or “defense” measure, and by all those who, know- 
ing little and thinking not at all, blindly cheer for any- 
thing President Roosevelt desires. It must be essential 
for the winning of the war, they tell themselves, because 
he says so and to oppose him is to be disloyal! 

We say that those who are now trving to get this 
kind of measure through are either ign:-ant followers 
of sneaking leaders or they are, with their eyes open, 
seeking to take advantage of a war situation to accom- 
plish something that should not be considered at this 
time, even if, in normal times, it were worth doing. If 
we approved the St. Lawrence Canal scheme on general 
principles, for instance, we should oppose it at this time 
on the ground that it would use money, men, and mate- 
rials needed for something else. And even if, in addition, 
we approved the “boondoggling” tactics that have char- 
acterized the Roosevelt administration from the start, 
we should say that these projects ought to be saved 
until after the war, when, even if we win it, with the 
cessation of war activities, it is likely that the govern- 
ment will have to do something, at least temporarily, 
to make business and employment. 


Compulsion or Cooperation? 


Why talk about more compulsion now when, in 

spite of continued failure of government to provide 
needed railway materials, results far exceeding all fore- 
casts of railway critics are still being secured, and when 
the potentialities of the methods being voluntarily used 
are still far from exhausted?—Railway Age, March 7, 
1942. 

The question is answered by that part of it that 
we have printed in heavy type. 

Incidentally, Railway Age, in further replying to 
our editorial of February 14, in which we said that only 
a blackguard “would make a charge of such intent 
against us and only a fool would believe it,’ with its 
characteristic unfairness, in commenting on that re- 
mark, did not quote correctly the charge to which we 
referred. That charge was that our course could serve 
only the cause of the left wing New Dealers who want 
government ownership of transportation. The part 
quoted by Railway Age did not, perhaps, deserve the 
strong language we used, but the part omitted did— 
and we repeat it. 

We wouldn’t pay so much attention to what another 
magazine said but for the fact that the editor of Rail- 
way Age is a paid railroad spokesman. 


We gather from R. V. Fletcher’s letter to Con- 
gressman Mansfield, that the latter must be an aw- 
fully nice man. 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


Routing of Freight 


Director Eastman, of the O. D. T., has issued what 

seems to be a somewhat gratuitous advice to ship. 
pers to the effect that they are to use “normal channels” 
in routing their carload traffic in order to avoid over. 
burdening the most direct routes. In other words, in 
his judgment, the time has not yet come when it js 
necessary to avoid circuitous routing, though he does 
advise avoidance of routes that are “unduly circuitous 
or otherwise clearly wasteful”—which latter advice will 
hardly consist with the selection of ‘normal channels” 
in the case of some shippers and some transportation 
agencies. We fear Director Eastman counts too strongly 
on 100 per cent of what he calls “cooperation” on the 
part of shippers and carriers in this matter. And he 
has certainly changed his public attitude since last 
July (see Traffic World, July 21, 1941, p. 224). Then 
he was talking about the necessity for eliminating 
wasteful routing practices as a part of the effort to 
enable the railroads to meet the demands of the “de- 
fense program.” Now he is telling shippers about the 
dangers of over-burdening direct routes and advising 
them to use the usual channels. 


Of course, we agree that the time is not yet here 
when the car supply has failed. Anybody familiar with 
the situation knows that. Our point has been that, with 
a war on our hands and a production program that it 
is believed and hoped will expand greatly in the next 
few months—and if it doesn’t we shall lose that war— 
together with the increasing difficulty of getting mate- 
rial for cars and locomotives, that time may come soon. 
Already railroad spokesmen are letting out notches in 
their estimates of car loadings this year and complain- 
ing of shortages of material. Railway Age last week, 
for instance, severely condemned those who are urging 
curtailment of the shipper’s right to route his freight 
and other conservation measures, and in the same 
issue pointed out that the equipment building program 
was lagging and that loadings might be expected to 
increase more than was anticipated. 

We are unable to see either why it is wise to wait 
until disaster is upon us before preparing to meet it or 
prevent it, or why anyone, especially the railroads or 
their organ, should think it necessary to defend ship- 
pers from the fancied disgrace of being ordered to do 
what is necessary rather than being permitted to 
“cooperate,” each to the extent of his understanding 
and willingness. 

There is a good deal of misunderstanding about 
what “voluntary cooperation” means. A soldier, for 
instance, when he offers his services and his life, vol- 
unteers, not to do what he thinks it wise to do when he 
feels like it, but to obey orders that are for the benefit 
of all. He does not feel that he is giving up any “rights.” 
The quality of “cooperation” lies in the willingness to 
do what is necessary for the public good, and not in 
insisting that there must be no orders but that the in- 

(Continued on page 678) 
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March 14, 1942 


Jopics 


WASHINGTON 





According to the reports about 
MacArthur’s attack on Japanese 
invasion transports in Subic Bay, 
he sank more than 30,000 tons of 
ships and drowned thousands of 
enemy soldiers by rigging up, with 
bombs or torpedos, two or three 
old fighter planes not intended for 
, that sort of work. 

If the general had the airplane equivalent of about twenty 
model T Fords, he’d probably break up Japanese formations 
in the Pacific Islands; and if he had a couple of New York 
garbage scows, he’d invade the main Japanese islands. 


Grand Strategy Board 
Might Do Something 
with This Idea 





He who imagines that the national emer- 
gency has caused an abjuring of politics, 
Washington facts suggest, is, indeed, an in- 
nocent. One little thing shows lack of ab- 
stinence. Few Washingtonians are getting 
government jobs. Instead, war workers are 
summoned from the far corners of the 
country. That is to say, the political pie is 
being distributed as usual. 

War workers are being brought here, thereby adding to 
the congestion. Making congestion worse adds to the demand 
for government housing, which is pleasing to the left wing 
element. Extension of government activities brings nearer 
the day when, unless the trend is stopped, the government 
will be the master, as in Germany and Russia, and the people 
will be more than ever the servants of bureaucracy. 

President Roosevelt is the core of everything. All the 
agencies that have been created are part of his executive 
office. Some time ago, after Secretary Knox made a speech 
representing the destruction of Hitler as the prime objective, 
with the war with Japan secondary, he sent out a letter to 
all cabinet officers and heads of agencies to the effect that 
they should not make any speeches or make statements with- 
out first submitting them to scrutiny. So, just for illustration, 
not as a horrible exarnple, Director Eastman, before he may 
put out an observation about the efficient use of busses, must 
go through the Office of Emergency Management for its im- 
primatur. Getting it takes about four days, instead of four 
or five hours, at the most as it should. 

Theoretically, this scrutiny may be to avoid publishing 

anything of help to the enemy. All things at this time, of 
— are supposed to give the war machine a push for- 
ward. 
_ Naturally, the Republicans are playing politics. They be- 
lieve it would be good for the country were the House of 
Representatives to be elected this fall to show a Republican 
majority, and believers in the American theory of a govern- 
ment of checks and balances, instead of an administration 
without such check or balance, might argue that this would be 
for the country’s good. There probably would be less of rub- 
ber stamp consideration of important matters. The White 
House would have to prove its case when it asked for some- 
thing, instead of having the request granted before it was 
even fully formulated. 

Whenever an unusually large number of colored citizens 
appear among the shoals of workers called to Washington, 
the cynically inclined attribute that to politics. But there is 
Some danger of flare-back in such efforts. There now is much 
grumbling because Negro girls certified as stenographers, sel- 
dom, if ever, get out of “the pool.” That pool is the one that 
caused considerable publicity some time ago, when a reporter 
found there were dozens in it who had waited weeks for as- 
signments to jobs other than drawing their pay. The colored 
girls are summoned to take dictation one time, but only one 
lime, it is charged. 

_Always the white men who draw the Negro workers are 
peite. They thank them, but they don’t suggest sticking around. 
“mee of the girls think this is race prejudice. Some white men 

untly say the girls are not really stenographers, even if they 
ave certificates to that effect. 
_, There is some political danger in such a situation. If the 
_ gets around that Mrs. Roosevelt, in addressing the Negro 
Masons and colored organizations of that sort, means nothing, 


Politics Not 
Adjourned in 
Washington 
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those believing themselves discriminated against and their 
friends may get out of political line next fall. The Roosevelt 
administration has been able to control the race question in 
the north for its political benefit. Little harm is done even in 
the southern states where the Negro is politically excluded, 
on the ground that the white folks should settle their political 
differences without the votes of the descendants of former 
slaves. 





On one day two Washington 
newspapers, each inclined to 
give the Roosevelt adminis- 
tration an “even break,” if 
not a bit the better, took an 
unusually hard fall out of it. 
One used a cartoon, the 
other a front page editorial. 
Some think such things 
mean the country is getting “sore.” 

The cartoon represented the administration manning a 
fort, the figures being in gaudy uniforms. The banner was 
marked, ‘Fort New Deal.” 

“T regret that I have but one speech at a time to give for 
my country,” said Senator Pepper, of Florida. 

“Send word to General MacArthur,” Attorney General 
Biddle was telling Sidney Hillman, “that he needn’t worry 
about the political front. We’ll hold it to the last speech.” 

“Damn the typewriter rationing,” said Charles Michelson, 
press agent of the Democratic national committee, as he 
pounded his machine. ‘Full steam ahead.” 

The front page editorial devoted itself to what it called, 
“The Great Boondoggle.” That was called forth by steam 
shovels gnawing their way into the earth across Pennsylvania 
Avenue from the editorial office preparatory to the erection of 
probably the greatest information booth ever erected on the 
earth—a “temporary” building estimated to cost $230,000. It 
is to house an unknown number of information clerks around 
an 80-foot counter. Their duty will be to tell the tired business 
man where to go for the information he needs. Of course, 
no real business man would come to Washington without 
having a definite notion of where what he was interested in 
was being held up. 

“There are not a baker’s dozen information people in 
Washington with enough ‘savvy’ on the way the wheels go 
around to be of intelligent assistance,’ snapped the editorial 
writer. “Clifton Fadiman couldn’t hold down a job there even 
if he were assisted by John Kiernan, Oscar Levant, and the 
Quiz Kids.” 

The boondoggle started resolutions popping in the Capitol. 
By what authority was this work being done especially in 
view of the fact that Congress had refused an appropriation 
for the superlative ‘‘ask me” office. Everybody, other than the 
statute writers, knew the answer. President Roosevelt told 
Lowell Mellett, of the Office of Government Reports, to build 
the structure (see Traffic World, February 7, p. 341). The 
money was coming from some of the large lump appropria- 
tions a slavish Congress had put into the President’s hands 
for it thought, war winning purposes. 


National Capital News- 
papers Getting Nasty To- 
ward the Administration 





Americans seem to be a perverse 
lot. It is notorious they have 
hoarded stores of sugar. That’s 
a heat producing commodity but 
hardly comparable with coal. But 
the users of soft coal, notwith- 
standing war threats to the fuel 
supply, had on hand only 34 days’ 
supply February 1 in comparison 
with 40 days’ supply January 1. 

That brought a wail of anguish from Howard A. Gray, 
acting director of solid fuels coordination, for the ears of 
Harold Ickes, the all-highest of fuels, both liquid and solid. 
The February figure was even worse than that of December, 
when the supply was equal to 43 days of consumption. 


Gray bawled that many consumers were continuing on 
the hand-to-mouth basis. But, seemingly, Mr. Gray appar- 
ently did not think of what folks had to do to get money 
together to pay income taxes. Nor did he speculate on the 
possibility of the effect on consumers of the promise of labor 
leaders that strikes would not damn the war effort. A good 
many may have thought the rank and file of labor had exerted 
itself to the extent of scaring the leaders into being good so 
the honest men might work. Gray thought of the men who 
were not storing coal as depending on uninterrupted produc- 
tion and transportation schedules to keep them supplied. 

Mr. Gray said he would not hesitate to recommend allo- 
cation of coal by the government when such a step was neces- 
sary to protect war industry’s fuel supply. He talked as if 


People Will Grab and 
Hoard Sugar but Will 
Not Store Coal 
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he knew the war industry was not failing to hoard coal. A 
fair to middling poker player might play the hand on the as- 
sumption that the war industries were not laying in a supply, 
believing that, if evil days seemed near in the matter of fuel, 
the government would see to it they got what they needed. 
When, if ever, the record of production 
by the Commission force is made up for 
the first half of March, there is an im- 
pression that it will be found to be 
large. Figures are not kept on that 
basis, so far as known, however. 

But those whose duty makes it im- 
possible to overlook big production days 
have noted that the volume has been 
heavier than usual in the early days of March—far heavier, it 
seemed to some. For illustration: On March 10, the Commis- 
sion made public no fewer than 77 reports and proposed re- 
ports. That’s far above the average. Among the reports were 
two about Texas port rate relations, totaling about 90 pages. 

Some time ago, probing was begun, both from the execu- 
tive and the legislative branches with a view to finding out 
how busy employes of the various agencies might be. The 
idea was that, perhaps, there was enough slack time among 
some to warrant the transfer of employes of the not-so-busy 
agencies to the overworked agencies, if any. That would make 
it unnecessary to bring altogether inexperienced men and 
women to do what has been called ‘war work,” though some 
have not been so kind in their characterization. 

Could there possibly be any connection between such in- 
quiries and the swelling of the output mentioned? Some have 
asked this in a rhetorical sort of way, not expect'ng any 
answer—A. E. H. 


Heaven Forbid 
Such Low-Down 
Thinking 


Routing of Freight 
(Continued from page 676) 


telligence, knowledge, and patriotism of everybody must 
be trusted to do the right thing at the right time. 

We hope the time will not come, but we have an 
idea it will, when we shall have to say that, if the trans- 
portation agencies and their patrons had been compelled 
to do the obvious and simple things necessary to con- 
serve transportation facilities, there would have been 
no excuse for the government to take over their opera- 
tion or at least to force on them a plan somewhat akin 
to government operation and much more unpleasant 
than the doing of the obvious would have been. We say 
now that, though transportation at the present writing is 
doing a good job, it could do a better one and, if it loses 
its grasp on its own business through failure to do this 
better job, what happens will be its own fault. This is 
no time to temporize and use pleasant words. We are 
in a war and thus far getting the worst of it. Trans- 
portation must do its part to the utmost. 


However all that may be, and incidentally, we are 
unable to follow Director Eastman’s mental processes 
when he points out that a tendency of shippers to con- 
centrate their traffic over the most direct routes is likely 
to overburden these routes and so slow up instead of 
expedite movement. If he had said “most expeditious” 
instead of “shortest and most direct” routes he would 
have been utterly unintelligible. Perhaps he would 
make a distinction there. What is the direct route for 
Smith is the indirect route for Jones, and the other way 
about. How every shipper seeking the best route for 
his own shipments could snarl traffic we fail to see. If a 
situation of that sort were created on account of some 
unusual or peculiar condition, it could easily be remedied. 
An exception of that kind would not affect the soundness 
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of the rule. But Director Eastman was apparently not 
thinking of exceptions, but of the average and usual 
condition in which, he thinks, the practice of shippers 
in routing their traffic, using some routes that are 
more or less circuitous, conduces to smooth movement. 
Surely, if that be true, the shippers and the country 
are playing in luck—for such a result could be due only 
to luck. They certainly are not “planning it that way.” 

We suggest that Director Eastman look into some 
of the routing that the government itself is doing, 
through traffic men “loaned” to various government 
organizations, but who do not forget their own rail- 
roads. 





RULES OF PRACTICE REVISION 

The San Francisco Region Chapter of the Association of 
{nterstate Commerce Practitioners has filed an exception to 
the adoption, by the Commission, of Rule 20 of the proposed 
rules of practice so far as it fails to provide for five days’ 
additional time in computing the time periods prescribed or 
permitted under the present rule for the filing of papers in 
cases where the party or his attorney lives west of the E] Paso, 
Tex., Salt Lake City, Utah, Helena, Mont. line. The exception 
was written by J. B. Costello, secretary-treasurer of the object- 
ing chapter. 

If the rule is adopted, the elimination of the provision allow- 
ing five days for the filing of pleadings, says Mr. Costello, will 
subject the practitioners having offices on the Pacific coast to 


‘an undue disadvantage and frequently prevent adequate prepa- 


ration and presentation of their cases. That, he said, would 
be especially true where practitioners in other sections of the 
country, particularly in Washington, were engaged in the same 
proceeding, which would be the fact in many instances. Specific 
illustrations are cited as arising under other rules where the 
proposed change in Rule 20 will work a hardship particularly 
where the far western practitioner, to handle his case, must 
depend on documents or papers to be had only by their mailing 
to the Pacific coast from the interior or the country. It is the 
position of the San Francisco group, therefore, that the “present 
character of available mail schedules” does not justify depriv- 
ing the Pacific coast practitioners of the additional five days, as 
suggested by proponents of the change. 

Representations with regard to the proposed revision are 
being sent to Commissioners Aitchison, Porter and Mahaffie, the 
committee having charge of the proposed revision. March 20 
will be the last day for the receipt of such representations. 

The Chicago chapter of the Association of Interstate Com- 
merce Commission Practitioners, March 6, endorsed a report of 
its special committee on rules of practice, headed by Clair 
Hillyer, attorney, criticising certain changes of Commission 
rules of practice contained in a proposal made in January by 
Examiners McCoy and Mohundro for the Commission, and 
Wilbur LaRoe, John R. Turney and Clarence A. Miller, practi- 
tioners (see Traffic World, Jan. 24, p. 245). 

Mr. Hillyer, presenting the report at a monthly luncheon 
meeting, said that present procedure before the Commission 
was generally satisfactory. ‘The committee, he said, was 
opposed to proposed rules Nos. 4(d), 15, 18, 22, 36, 45 to 54 
inclusive, 56 to 68 inclusive, 72, 73, 77, 79 to 87 inclusive, and 
91 (b) and (e), generally on the grounds that revision pro- 
posed under such rules would increase the cost and amount of 
time involved in handling cases. Calling attention to rule Nos. 
45 to 54, under which present shortened procedure would by 
supplanted by so-called modified procedure, he said practitioners 
were satisfied with the present short procedure. E. A. Tharp, 
assistant general freight agent for the Rock Island Lines, a 
member of the committee, had made a study, said Mr. Hillyer, 
showing that from 1923 to October, 1941, the Commission had 
suggested that 7,948 complaints be heard under shortened pro- 
cedure; that parties had accepted the suggestion in 46 per cent 
of the cases, and that in 1941 parties were approximately as 
satisfied with that procedure as in former years. The com- 
mittee was thoroughly in opposition to proposed Rule 72, under 
which parties wishing to intervene would be obliged to do so by 
formal petition, stating whether they opposed or supported 
plaintiffs, said he, adding that in many cases intervenors woul 
find themselves seriously handicapped by having to state thelr 
position for or against the petitioner. : 

The chapter voted to submit the objections to the national 
association for presentation to the Commission. It reserved the 
right to submit to the Commission any criticisms which the 
national organization might not adopt. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 
Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Tronk Line Coal Traffic Fight 


A fight between the Santa Fe and the Missouri Pacific for 
traffic from a big tonnage coal cleaning plant at Mineral, Kan., 
has been settled by the Commission, division 4, in Finance No. 
13043, Northeast Oklahoma, et al. Construction, Operation, 
Etc., in favor of the Missouri Pacific. This report also embraces 
Finance No. 13282, Missouri Pacific Trustee Operation. 

The Santa Fe interest was embodied in the application of 
the Northeast Oklahoma. The Missouri Pacific reaches the 
cleaning plant over an extension which the Commission said 
had been made without its authorization. The Missouri Pacific, 
in this proceeding made application for such authority. The 
Commission said that its action in this case in granting author- 
ity should not be taken as condoning that procedure. An im- 
mediate expenditure of about $74,000 was involved, according 
to the report. 

According to the report the question here was whether both 
the Missouri Pacific and the Northeast Oklahoma should be 
given authority to serve the cleaning plant or whether the 
former should be forced to cease operation over tracks already 
constructed and over which the cleaning plant could be ade- 
quately served, and sole authority be given to the latter, in- 
volving $74,000 for construction and additional expenditures 
for trackage rights over the M-K-T. The report said the record 
showed no necessity for the duplication of routes between the 
cleaning plant and Chicopee, Kan. The Missouri Pacific, it 
added, could afford the cleaning plant all the additional trans- 
portation service it might need at a minimum of expense, and 
would enable the Santa Fe to obtain its fuel requirements and 
a share of the commercial tonnage. It said little, if any, ad- 
vantage would accrue to the public from the proposed con- 
struction, only about five miles, inasmuch as all of the traffic 
to be handled would be diverted from existing carriers. The 
Northeast Oklahoma, it said, had ample trunk line connections. 

The authorization herein granted to the Missouri Pacific, 
the report said, would result in some increased employment. 
Therefore, it added, no condition would be required for the 
protection of employes. The fixed charges of the Missouri 
Pacific, the Commission said, would be increased by the amount 
of the rental which it would have to pay for leased facilities. 


This relatively small matter is one of the most complex, 
technical matters the Commission has recently handled. The 
Commission found the acquisition by the Northeast Oklahoma of 
trackage rights over the Jonlin-Pittsburg Railroad Co. not con- 
sistent with the public interest; that public convenience was 
not shown to require the construction of a connection between 
those lines. It found that there was need of trackage rights 
for the Missouri Pacific over the Pittsburg & Midway Mining 
Co. line and the M-K-T. 


Dissenting in part, Commissioner Porter said he could find 
nothing in the report showing inconsistency with the public 
interest of a connection between the Santa Fe and the North- 
east Oklahoma. 


“Grandfather” Water Rights 


_ With Commissioner Porter, in a dissenting expression, tak- 
ing issue with the construction of the law as to water carrier 
rights under the “grandfather” clause of part III of the inter- 
state commerce act, the Commission, by division 4, in W-474, 
Schafer Brothers Steamship Lines, Contract Carrier Applica- 
tion, has issued a permit authorizing continuance of operation by 
applicant as a contract carrier by self-propelled vessels in the 
transportation of lumber and lumber products from ports in 
Oregon and Washington to ports in California. It found the 
applicant to have been engaged in such operation on January 1, 
1940, the “grandfather” date, and continuously thereafter. 

Commissioner Porter dissented as to the principle an- 
nounced by this decision. It was held, said he, that an applicant 
for a permit as a contract carrier under the so-called “grand- 
father” clause of the act, should be entitled to serve only the 
ports actually served by it on or about January 1, 1940, and 
this irrespective of those applicant might have served compara- 
tively recently, prior thereto. 

“This is entirely too strict and narrow a construction of 
the law,” said he. “It means that if a carrier has a customer 
With whom it has a contract at Longview on the Columbia River 


on January 1, 1940, makes a new contract of carriage with a 
customer at Astoria, on the same river, and which port it passes 
on every voyage, and whom it served but a year or so before, 
it must come to us and prove the convenience and necessity of 
the venture, thereby causing the carrier unnecessary expense 
and trouble and placing added burdens on us. This is in the 
face of the statute which does not require us in the permit to 
specify the ports, but we may content ourselves with naming 
the route to be traveled. The requirement of the law is that 
the carrier shall have been operating ‘on January 1, 1940, over 
the route or routes or between the ports with respect to which 
application is made’.” 

The so-called “grandfather” clauses in section 309(a) and 
(f) of part III, Commissioner Porter said, were identical with 
ae “orandfather” clauses of sections 206 and 209 of part II of 
the act. 

Surely, said he, the Commission should not as to water 
carriers under part III be more technical and illiberal in its 
administration of the law than it had been as to motor carriers. 

Commissioner Porter called attention to the fact that the 
report in this proceeding found that since early 1937 applicant 
served 8 ports in Washington and 9 ports in Oregon—that 
certain of those ports had hot been served since 1937, 1 since 
1938, and 2 since 1939. Because of this failure to serve con- 
tinuously, he said, authority was granted the carrier to serve 
1 port in Washington and 6 ports in Oregon. 

Lumber carriers on the Pacific coast, Commissioner Porter 
said, were being restricted to one-way operations, by self- 
propelled vessels, in the transportation of a very limited class 
of commodities. It seemed to him, he said, that these re- 
strictions were sufficient for regulatory purposes, “and that the 
Commission should be liberal with respect to the ports or 
routes to be served.” With respect to the question of conform- 
ing permits or certificates strictly to the applications, he said, 
in his opinion, the fair way to administer the provisions of 
section 309 was to give an applicant the authority to which the 
facts showed he was entitled and not limit him to the scope 
of the application. 


Corpus Christi Port Rates 


In a report, written by Commissioner Alldredge, in No. 
28259, Neuces County Navigation District No. 1 vs. Abilene & 
Southern et al., the Commission, by division 3, requires the rail- 
roads to adjust rates to and from Corpus Christi, not later than 
June 3, applicable to import, export, intercoastal and coastwise 
traffic. This case is akin in subject matter to one released by 
the Commission at the same time, relating to rates to and from 


Beaumont on the sorts of traffic mentioned (elsewhere in this 
issue). 


The controlling finding in this case is undue prejudice 
against Corpus Christi. That finding is as to class and com- 
modity rates in tariffs filed by Agent Joseph Hattendorf, I. C. 
C. Nos. 12, 35, 37, 40, 42, 46, 47 and 52. They apply on traffic 
between Corpus Christi and points in Colorado, Idaho, Iowa, 
Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, the Dakotas, 
Oregon, Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming, Illinois, Indiana, Cincinnati, 
O., and south-bank Ohio River points in Kentucky. 


As to the rates described in the foregoing paragraph, the 
Commission found them unduly prejudicial to the extent they 
exceed or may exceed contemporaneous rates on like traffic 
between the same interior points and Southern Ports Group 
No. 2, viz. Brazosport, Clinton, Fidelity, Freeport, Galveston, 
Houston, Texas City and Velasco, Tex. As to other phases of 
the case, the Commission made findings of undue prejudice as 
follows: 


Class and commodity rates applicable (1) to import and export traf- 
fic, other than that covered by finding No. 1, in carloads, between the 
port of Corpus Christi and points in Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, New 
Mexico, Oklahoma, and (2) to import, export, coastwise, and inter- 
coastal traffic, between Corpus Christi and points in Texas, and (3) on 
potash from Carlsbad and Loving, N. Mex., to Corpus Christi, for coast- 
wise movement. 

Rates on blackstrap molasses, in carloads, from Corpus Christi to 
points in several designated States. 

Failure of defendants to authorize at Corpus Christi, in connection 
with rates on export, import, coastwise, and intercoastal traffic, transit 
privileges as favorable as those granted on like traffic at Houston and 
Galveston, Tex. 
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The finding as to class and commodity rates, on export and 
import traffic other than that covered in the finding first men- 
tioned, is that they are unduly prejudicial to the extent they are 
higher, distance considered, than rates on like traffic between 
the same interior points and the ports of Houston, Galveston 
and Texas City. Rules for determining the rates are set forth 
in the report. 

Rates on blackstrap are condemned as unduly prejudicial 
to the extent they exceed or may exceed rates from Sugar 
Land, Tex., to the same ports. 

Commissioner Johnson, dissenting in part thought the rates 
should also be found unreasonable and that the findings should 
apply on the local rates to Corpus Christi. He also disagreed as 
to the finding about transit. 





Issues in Centre Trucking Case 


Whether certain operations of the applicant constituted 
private carriage or contract carriage and whether dual opera- 
tions of the applicant as a common carrier and as a contract 
carrier would be consistent with the public interest and the 
national transportation policy were questions weighed by the 
Commission, division 5, in a report in MC 46875, Centre Truck- 
ing Co., Inc., New York, N. Y., Common Carrier Application, 
embracing MC 52333, Same, Contract Carrier Application. 


In MC 46875, the Commission found that the applicant was 
entitled, under the grandfather clause, to continue operation 
as a common carrier of (1) machinery and such commodities 
as require special equipment and handling by reason of size or 
weight, and (2) office furniture, fixtures, equipment and sup- 
plies when handled in connection with the removal of indus- 
trial establishment and as a part of such removal, between 
New York City and points in New Jersey, New York, and 
Connecticut within 35 miles of Columbus Circle, New York City, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points in Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecti- 
cut, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, 
West Virginia, the Carolinas and the District of Columbia, over 
irregular routes. The Commission found, in MC 52333, that 
applicant was entitled to grandfather rights as a contract car- 
rier of (1) castings between Dunellen, N. J., and New York 
City, over irregular routes, and (2) machinery, equipment 
and supplies used in printing, binding, engraving and litho- 
graphing “from and to points which cannot be determined 
from the present record.” 'The Commission decided that dual 
operating authority should not be permitted. 


“We further find,” it said, “that applicant either should be 
granted a certificate authorizing continuance of such operations 
as are described in finding 1, or, upon election by applicant to 
receive a permit, it should be granted a permit authorizing 
continuance of such operations as are described in finding 2 
(over such routes and between such points as, upon further 
hearing, it may be found to have operated since prior to 
July 1, 1935); or, upon compliance with the further condi- 
tions with respect to disposition of the common carrier opera- 
tions or of the contract carrier operations (and, in respect of 
its contract carrier operations, after further hearing to deter- 
mine the territorial scope thereof) and subject to the approval 
of this Commission respecting any transfer of such rights, both 
such certificate and such permit should be granted to the 
respective persons then entitled to receive them.” 


The report said that among applicant’s contracts were 
two which provided that applicant furnish a truck with driver 
and helper at a stated price a week. In each instance, it was 
shown, the truck bore the shipper’s name, insurance was pro- 
vided by applicant “with a proper indorsement in the ship- 
per’s favor,” all operating expenses were borne by applicant, 
and the leased vehicle was subject to the shipper’s direction. 
The Commission concluded that these operations constituted 
contract rather than private carriage. The “direction” by the 
shipper, it said, did not appear to have consisted of anything 
more than instructions as to the points at which deliveries 
were to be made and the time at which a trip should be op- 
erated. Such practices, it added, did not necessarily imply 
direction and control by the shipper. 


Beaumont Port Relationship 


Dealing with a rate relationship thrown out of adjustment 
largely, if not altogether, by the appearance of truck competi- 
tion, the Commission, by division 3, in a report written by 
Commissioner Alldredge, in No. 28235, Port Commission of 
City of Beaumont, Tex., et al. vs. Abilene & Southern et al. 
requires the railroads to make changes in export, import. 
coastwise and intercoastal rates, not later than June 3. 

The central finding is undue preference for the Houston- 
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Galveston group and undue prejudice against Beaumont. In 
another report, made public at the same time, also written by 
Commissioner Alldredge (elsewhere in this issue) the Com. 
mission handles a similar rate situation at Corpus Christi, 
Dissenting in part, Commissioner Johnson said the rates should 
also be found unreasonable. 

The Commission said the record did not warrant a finding 
that the rates to and from New Orleans were unlawful in any 
respect as compared with those to and from Beaumont, the 
complaint having assailed them. 

The Commission found the assailed first class rates, column 
100 rates, all rates on classes and commodities based thereon, 
and commodity rates based on distance scales, applicable on 
articles, except cotton, moving between points in eastern 
Colorado, eastern New Mexico as outlined in the finding, and 
Beaumont, in import or export commerce were not unreason- 
able, but unduly prejudicial to Beaumont and unduly prefer- 
ential of Galveston, Houston and Texas City, so long as rates 
to or from those ports are equalized, on the short line distance 
of either port or on the Houston distance inflated by 15 miles, 
It found that non-prejudicial rates from and to Beaumont 
would not exceed the contemporaneous Houston-Galveston- 
Texas City group rates. It found the domestic rates were not 
unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 

Assailed rates on crude oil, in tank cars, for coastwise 
movement, from Texas points to Beaumont, and on cottonseed 
cake, meal, oil and foots, carloads for export and coastwise, 
from Oklahoma to Beaumont are found not unreasonable but 
are “unduly prejudicial to Beaumont and unduly preferential 
of Galveston and Houston as long as rates from the same points 
to Galveston and Houston are equalized on the short line dis- 
tance to either port.” 

The Commission also finds that for the future the rates 
to Beaumont shall not exceed the contemporaneous Houston- 
Galveston group rates. 

In another finding the Commission finds that rates based 
on first class or column 100 rates and not made on distance 
scales, applicable on articles except cotton, moving in import, 
export, coastwise or intercoastal commerce between points in 
Texas on and north of the line of the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific Railway from Texas-Oklahoma border to Amarillo 
thence the line of the A. T. & S. F. to the Texas-New Mexico 
border are unduly prejudicial to Beaumont, and adds that for 
the future non-prejudicial rates from and to Beaumont will 
not exceed the contemporaneous rates from and to the Houston- 
Galveston group. ; 

In another finding as to rates between points in Texas 
and eastern New Mexico (except territory dealt with in other 
findings), and Beaumont, on the articles in the first described 
finding the Commission said lawful rates would be constructed 
as follows: 


Where the rates to and from Galveston are grouped with Houston on 
the basis of the rates for the mileages to or from Houston plus 15 miles, 
including class rates for distances over 200 miles from Houston, as pre- 
scribed in the twenty-first supplemental report in the Consolidated 
Southwestern Cases, the rates to or from Beaumont will be made on the 
basis of the class scale for the actual distances between the same points 
and Beaumont. Between points where rates to Galveston are grouped 
with Houston on the basis of the rates for the mileages to or from 
Houston, without the addition of 15 miles, including (1) column rates for 
all distances (mainly beyond 150 miles, as hereinbefore explained); (2) 
specific commodity rates for all distances beyond Houston; and (3) 
class rates for distances between 150 and 200 miles; all from Houston; 
the nonprejudicial rates to or from Beaumont will be made as follows: 
(1) Apply the column rates for the distances between the same points 
and Beaumont, minus 15 miles; (2) determine the percentages which 
the specific commodity rates to or from Houston are of the first-class 
rates from or to Houston and apply those percentages to the first-class 
rates for the distances between the same points and Beaumont, minus 
15 miles; and (3) apply the class rates between the same points for the 
distances to Beaumont, minus 15 miles. 


Cc. & E. |. EQUIPMENT FINANCING 


In a report in Finance No. 13636, Chicago & Eastern IIli- 
nois Equipment Trust Certificates, the Commission, by division 
4, has granted that road authority to assume obligation and 
liability in respect of not exceeding $1,200,000 of equipment 
trust 24% per cent serial equipment-trust certificates, to be 1!S- 
sued by the Harris Trust & Savings Bank, as trustee, and sold 
at par and accrued dividends to the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation in connection with the procurement of 500 fifty-ton 
forty foot six-inch steel-underframe box cars, estimated to cost 
approximately $1,524,000. 


Ss. P. & S. ACCIDENT REPORT 


Failure to provide adequate flag protection for the pre- 
ceding train caused a rear-end collision between a_ Great 
Northern freight train and a Spokane, Portland & Seattle 
freight train on the line of the latter at Metolius, Ore., Jan- 
uary 18, 1942, which resulted in two deaths and three in- 
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juries, according to a report of the Commission, written by 
Commissioner Patterson, on its investigation of the accident, 
No. 2562. The report recommended that the S. P. & S. estab- 
lish an adequate block-signal system on the line involved in 
the accident. 


W.-B. & E. REORGANIZATION FEES 


Out of claims totaling $65,063.39, the Commission, by 
division 4, in Finance No. 11800, Wilkes-Barre & Eastern Reor- 
ganization, has fixed $18,072.11 as maximum limits of final 
allowances of compensation to be paid various petitioners for 
services rendered and reimbursement for expenses incurred in 
connection with the debtor’s reorganization proceedings, to 
November 1, 1941. A separate lump-sum maximum of $1,000 
is conditionally fixed for services and expenses after Novem- 
ber 1, 1941, for all parties other than the trustee of the debtor 
and his counsel. The largest amounts fixed were $4,492.32 for 
the Commercial National Bank & Trust Co. of New York, 
successor first mortgage trustee, and $8,908.42 for Bainton, 
McNaughton & Douglas and Walter T. Margetts, Jr., counsel 
for the Commercial National Bank & Trust Co. of New York, 
successor first mortgage trustee. 


FOREST PRODUCTS WATER CARRIER 


The Commission, by division 4, in W-360, W. R. Cham- 
berlin, dba W. B. Chamberlin & Co., Contract Carrier Applica- 
tion, has authorized the applicant, as a managing owner, to 
continue operation as a contract carrier by water, of lumber 
and forest products from ports in Oregon to ports in California 
by reason of grandfather date operations. 

This report also embraces W-510, West Oregon Lumber 
Co., Common Carrier Application. That application has been 
dismissed. It was a protective application filed to safeguard 
the applicant’s interest in the event a permit was not issued to 
W. R. Chamberlin. The applicant said that if Chamberlin 
obtained a permit it desired to withdraw its application. In 
view of its conclusion in the Chamberlin application, the Com- 
mission said it dismissed the West Oregon Lumber Co. ap- 
plication. 


NEW YORKER’S BROKER RIGHTS 


Supporting its conclusions in the case before it by refer- 
ences to findings made by the full Commission in Copes 
Broker Application, 27 M. C. C. 153, division 5 has approved 
issuance of a license to the applicant in MC 76323, Sanford 
Peters, New York, N. Y., Broker Application, authorizing op- 
eration by the applicant at New York City as a broker of 
transportation by motor vehicle of general commodities 
between points in the New York commercial zone, on the one 
hand, and points in the United States, on the other. 

The report said applicant collected a commission, rang- 
ing from 3 to 10 per cent, from the carrier in instances in which 
he conceived himself to be acting solely in its behalf, and a 
commission from the shipper where he acted in the shipper’s 
behalf. It said he testified that in no case did he receive com- 
pensation from both shipper and carrier in respect of the same 
service, but, it added, under certain conditions “it would 
appear that he may, in fact, be compensated by both in respect 
of services which to some extent overlap.” Division 5 said 
applicant’s service was of benefit to his shipper patrons in that 
they were thus relieved of the necessity of maintaining a traffic 
department or employing a traffic manager, and that his solici- 
tation of traffic on behalf of the carrier relieved it, to that 
extent, of the necessity of a solicitation force. In arranging 
for transportation by contract carrier, the report observed, 
applicant was paid by the shipper, and, it added, it appeared 
that this service was confined to the type of activity which 
the Commission, in the Copes case, found to be lawful. 


TEMPORARY WATER AUTHORITY 


Temporary authority to operate as a contract carrier by 
self-propelled and non-self-propelled vessels in the transporta- 
tion of canned foods from Baltimore, Md., to Charleston, S. C., 
Savannah, Ga., and Jacksonville, Fla., by way of the Atlantic 
Intracoastal Waterway, for 180 days from March 6, has been 
granted by the Commission, division 4, in W-335, C. G. Willis, 
Temporary Authority Application. Applicant applied for tem- 
porary authority under section 311 (a) of the interstate com- 
merce act, and the Commission found that there was an im- 
mediate and urgent need for the service and that there was 
no other carrier capable of meeting such need. 


TEMPORARY MOTOR AUTHORITY 
In MC F-1781, Holland Motor Express, Inc.—Purchase— 
Phoenix Motor Freight, Inc., embracing MC F-1782, Holland 
Motor Express, Inc.—Purchase—Root Transit, Inc., the Com- 
mission has authorized Holland Motor Express, Inc., of Hol- 
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land, Mich., to lease, for a period not exceeding 180 days, rights 
of Phoenix Motor Freight, Inc., of New Albany, Ind., and Root 
Transit, Inc., of Indianapolis, Ind., under MC 14630 and MC 
664, respectively, at a total rental not exceeding $50 and $20 a 
month, respectively. 





M. & ST. L. REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, by division 4, in a supplemental report 
in Finance No. 12428, Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway Co. Re- 
construction Loan, has modified its prior report and certificate 
issued March 4, 1941, 244 I. C. C. 395, conditionally approving 
a loan of not exceeding $4,000,000, for 25 years, to the Minne- 
apolis & St. Louis Railway Co., by the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation, the proceeds of which were to be used in further- 
ance of a reorganization plan for the Minneapolis & St. Louis 
Railroad Co. The modification permits the omission from the 
list of shares of stock to be required to be pledged under the 
applicant’s first mortgage, $103,600, par value, of the stock of 
the St. Paul Union Depot Co., and 7 shares of the stock of the 
Keithsburg Bridge Co. The Commission said it appeared that 
the applicant would not have available for pledge under the 
mortgage, the shares of stock of either of the issues. Applicant 
asked modification so as not to require the pledge of either of 
such stocks under the mortgage. 

In a supplemental report in Finance No. 12414, Minneapolis 
& St. Louis Railroad Co. Reorganization, the Commission, on 
further hearing, has modified its report and order of March 4, 
1941, 244 I. C. C. 357, so as to authorize the Minneapolis & St. 
Louis Railway Co., to issue not exceeding $4,000,000 of first 
mortgage 4 per cent bonds, $2,015,000 of second mortgage in- 
come bonds, series A, and 150,000 shares of common capital 
stock, without par value, pursuant to a revised second amended 
plan of reorganization, in connection with the reorganization of 
the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Co., the stock to be 
delivered on payment of $1.90 a share and the proceeds ap- 
plied to payment of expenses of the protective committees. 


STATE-INTERSTATE COMPETITION 


Even a two-vehicle motor common carrier operating under 
a state permit can have effect enough on interstate common 
carriers operating over the same routes as to constrain the 
Commission to deny a certificate exempting such a carrier 
from regulation under the motor carrier act. That is the sub- 
stance of the decision of the Commission, by division 5, in 
MC 103050 Ex, Conrad Habberstad Application for Exemption. 

The applicant operates with two trucks between under the 
trade name of Colville Auto Freight between Spokane and 
Northport, Wash., under a Washington state permit. About 
five per cent of his traffic is interstate, according to the report. 
Two interstate operators using the same route opposed 
exemption. Relief from regulation under the motor carrier 
act was sought on the ground specified in the motor act, 
namely, that the nature, character or quantity of the trans- 
portation service to be performed in interstate or foreign 
commerce was such as not substantially to affect or impair uni- 
form regulation by the Commission of transportation by car- 
riers in such commerce in effectuating the national transporta- 
tion policy. 

The report said there were about 18 common carriers 
operating in intrastate commerce between Spokane and North- 
port and two in interstate commerce. One of the latter two 
has about 190 trucks. The physical situation was such, said 
the Commission, that uniform regulation could easily be im- 
paired by exemption. It called attention to the possibility of 
the applicant building up his business—that of transporting 
general commodities—in competition with the interstate car- 
riers. 


A. T. & N. Reorganization 


In a supplemental report in Finance No. 10714, Alabama, 
Tennessee & Northern Railroad Corporation Reorganization, 
the Commission has modified the plan it approved June 25, 1941. 
It has changed the effective date of the plan from January 1, 
1941 to January 1, 1942. 

Modifications relate to the interest on a note held by the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation; the right to withdraw 
collateral; new money; limitation of the amount of new first 
mortgage bonds; additions and betterments; the reorganization 
committee and sinking fund payments. In addition the Com- 
mission made what it called clarifying amendments at the re- 
quest of the R. F. C. 

The right of the R. F. C. to collect the earnings on the 
income bonds and common stock to be deposited as collateral is 
not changed but any income in excess of the amount necessary 
to pay at the full rate of 4 per cent for the then current year 
and for all previous years is to be applied to the reduction of 
the amount of the note. The amount of the new money to 
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be borrowed is limited to $261,797, for which 4 per cent notes 
will be issued. The money is to come from private parties, not 
the R. F. C. The borrowings are to be repaid in five years. 
So long as any of the notes for new money are outstanding the 
new first mortgage bonds which may be outstanding at any 
one time, in addition to such as may be pledged as security 
for the notes, shall not exceed $350,000 and no first mortgage 
bonds are to be issued without the prior consent of the note 
holders so long as any of the notes are outstanding. 

In the five years following the effective date, in addition 
to the amounts paid into the capital fund under the plan, $75,000 
of available net income (but not exceeding $25,000 in any one 
year) may be used for additions and betterments. Such amount 
is to be deducted from available net income for the purpose of 
determining what, if any, interest shall be mandatorially pay- 
able on the income bonds. 

Inasmuch as the new money is to be furnished by private 
parties instead of the R. F. C. those who furnish it are to 
nominate one member of the reorganization committee instead 
of the R. F. C. 

The provisions for a sinking fund for the first mortagage 
bonds are changed by increasing the annual rate from one-half 
to one per cent of the principal of the bonds. 

The capital structure, totaling $3,575,000, calling for $130,- 
449 of annual charges is to consist of $271,797 of first mortgage 
bonds or notes secured by such bonds; $1,719,084 of second 
mortgage income bonds and $1,594,119 common no-par stock 
but taken at $100 a share, including $347,625 to be pledged as 
part security for the $271,407 note to be given to the R. F. C. 
A note attached to the total of the capital structure figure says: 


Technically, however, on reorganization the capital structure would 
be represented by the $261,797 of first-mortgage bonds or note secured 
thereby, the $271,407 contingent-interest note, the $1,371,459 of second- 
mortgage income bonds actually to be outstanding in the hands of the 
public, and the $1,246,494 of common stock to be outstanding, total $3,- 
151,157. 


Motor Service Transfer Plan 


Recognizing an arrangement of the manager and chief 
stockholder of the Hogland Transfer Co. to form a separate 
corporation under the name of Wenatchee-Everett Freight Line 
to conduct the service applied for, the Commission, by division 
5, in MC 40505, Sub. 1, Hogland Transfer Co., Extension— 
Everett-Wenatchee, Wash., has authorized operation as a com- 
mon carrier of general commodities, with exceptions, between 
Everett, Wash., and Wenatchee, Wash., including certain in- 
termediate points, over a specified route, subject to restric- 
tions. 

The new corporation, according to the report, will have 
the financial support of applicant, and the use of the personal 
resources of applicant’s manager. It will be operated as a 
separate and distinct service apart from that of Hogland 
Transfer Co., and outside interests will be permitted to pur- 
chase some of its stock. Hogland holds a certificate to operate 
as a common carrier of general commodities, with exceptions, 
between Everett and Seattle, Wash., and between pofnts within 
3 miles of Everett, including Everett, and of heavy machinery 
between Everett and Seattle, on the one hand, and specified 
points in Washington, on the other. It also holds a Washing- 
ton intrastate permit. Applicant, says the report, intends to 
file an application fer authority to transfer to the new cor- 
poration all rights authcrized in this report. It proposes to 
engage experienced employes, file tariffs, and provide the 
necessary insurance to cover the proposed service. The Com- 
mission considered Hogland’s application as one for an exten- 
sion of present operations in as much, as it said, the controlling 
interest of the new corporation would be invested in either 
Hogland or its manager. 

According to the report, the route over which applicant 
proposes to operate between Everett and Wenatchee crosses the 
summit of the Cascade Mountains by way of Stevens Pass. 
No motor carriers, it said, operated between Everett and 
Wenatchee over the entire route. It said a port the size of 
Everett should have the benefit of the services of a carrier with 
headquarters therein and one capable of handling through 
freight from and to the Wenatchee Valley, the principal fruit- 
growing area within the state, pointing out that Seattle- 
Wenatchee operators did not physically serve Everett but 
proposed to offer a direct single-line service over the Stevens 
Pass Highway serving Everett only as an intermediate point. 

Although the traffic now moving between Everett and 
Wenatchee through Seattle is confined to a certain class or 
classes of commodities, the report said, the evidence discloses 
that the shipping public is in need “of a motor carrier of gen- 
eral commodities between these points and one who can render 
direct single-line service over the Stevens Pass Highway.” 
Existing carriers, it said, did not offer to the public the type 
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of service proposed. While rail carriers rendered a direct 
service on carload shipments, it added, their less-carload service 
was unsatisfactory. In order to protect the rights of existing 
carriers and to remove the possibility of another carrier ep. 
gaging in direct competition with them for Seattle freight, the 
Commission restricted the authority granted so as to prevent 
applicant from participating in Seattke-Wenatchee traffic. The 
authority is also restricted so that no service shall be rendereq 
at Leavenworth, Wenatchee, and points between Leavenworth 
and Wenatchee, on traffic originating at or destined to Seattle. 


Coal to Wisconsin Points 


A revised readjustment of rates on bituminous coal from 
points in Illinois, Indiana, and western Kentucky to Beloit and 
other points in Wisconsin has been ordered by the Commission 
in No. 25419, Fairbanks-Morse & Co. et al. vs. Alton & South- 
ern, not later than June 3. This report also embraces No. 
28069, Blue Bird Coal Co. et al. vs. Chicago & North Western 
et al. and No. 28134, Truax-Traer Coal Co. vs. Same; and in 
addition nineteen other complaints pertaining to the same 
rates, shown in an appendix, not herein reproduced, all on 
further hearing. Reparation was awarded. 


Commissioner Patterson, in a dissent in which he was 
joined by Commissioners Splawn and Johnson, observed that 
under the revised readjustment, the rate to Beloit, 18 miles 
north of Rockford, Ill., would become $2.25 a ton; the rate to 
Janesville, Wis., 11 miles north of Beloit, $2.79; and the rate 
to Fort Atkinson, about 20 miles north of Janesville, $2.83. 

“The difference in the rates,” says he, “will be: Beloit over 
Rockford, 15 cents for 18 miles; Janesville over Beloit, 54 
cents for 11 miles; and Fort Atkinson over Janesville, 4 cents 
for 20 miles. In my opinion this is an illogical and unlawful 
adjustment.” 


Commissioner Patterson said the existing rates to Rock- 
ford and Beloit were too low. He said they could be increased 
if the Commission’s order discontinuing the investigation of 
rates to northern Illinois destinations, No. 28410, were can- 
celed and that proceeding heard. He said he disagreed with 
the Commission’s award of reparation. 


Beloit, Janesville, Fort Atkinson and Lake Mills were the 
destinations involved in the proceeding. But on account of 
the question of rate relations that would be indirectly involved 
the proceeding was deemed very important. 


In the prior report in the title case, 195 I. C. C. 365, divi- 
sion 2 found the rates to Beloit were not unreasonable but un- 
duly prejudicial to Beloit and unduly preferential of Rock- 
ford, Ill., to the extent they exceeded the rates to Rockford 
A more than 25 cents. That relation was prescribed for the 
uture. 


On this further hearing the Commission affirmed the find- 
ing in the prior report in the title proceeding that the rates 
to Beloit were not unreasonable, with an exception not here 
in issue, but were unduly prejudicial to Beloit and unduly pref- 
erential to Rockford. But it made a modified finding for the 
removal of the prejudice. The Commission found: 


That the rates assailed to Beloit are not unreasonable but are, and 
for the future will be, unduly prejudicial to Beloit and unduly prefer- 
ential of Rockford, to the extent that they exceed, or may exceed the 
contemporaneous rates from the same origins to Rockford by more 
than 15 cents per ton of 2,000 pounds. 


That the rate assailed from the Fulton-Peoria group to Lake Mills 
is not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial but that the assailed rates 
from that group to Janesville and Fort Atkinson are, and for the future 
will be, unreasonable to the extent that they exceed, or may exceed $2 
and $2.16, respectively, per ton of 2,000 pounds. 

No proof as to the making of shipments or damages thereon was 
introduced in connection with any of the complaints except Nos. 28069 
and 28134 hereinafter discussed and in which it is found that complain- 
ants therein are entitled to reparation under section 3 of the act. 

In the establishment of the rates herein specifically prescribed de- 
fendants should likewise revise the rates from the other Illinois groups 
as well as from Indiana and western Kentucky groups to preserve the 
existing differential relations to the rates from the Fulton-Peoria group 
to the same destinations. 

To the rates resulting from these findings on further hearing there 
may be added the increases authorized in Ex Parte No. 148, Increased 
Railway Rates, Fares, and Charges, 1942. 


The Commission further found that the rates from the 
mines of the Sahara Coal Co., Peabody Coal Co., and the Was- 
son Coal Co., in the Southern Illinois group were unduly pre!- 
erential of their competitors in the southern Illinois group, 
from July 16, 1936, to July 15, 1938, because, and to the eX 
tent they exceeded the contemporaneous rates from other mines 
in southern Illinois to the same points. a 

The Commission further found that the rates from mines 
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of the Truax-Traer Coal Co. in the Du Quoin group to Janes- 
ville were unduly preferential of its competitors in the Du 
Quoin and southern Illinois groups between July 18, 1936, and 
July 15, 1938, to the extent they exceeded rates 15 cents less 
than the lowest rate contemporaneously maintained from mines 
in the southern Illinois group. It awarded reparation to the 
bases indicated. 


Commission Reports 


Candy and Confectionery 


MC C-156, Zion Industries, Inc., vs. Webber Cartage Line, 
Inc., et al. By division 2. Rate, 97 cents, candy and confec- 
tionery, less-truckloads, Zion, Ill., to Memphis, Tenn., not un- 
reasonable, but unduly prejudicial to complainant and unduly 
preferential of complainant’s competitors at Chicago, Tll., and 
Hammond, Ind., to the extent it exceeds or may exceed by more 
than 4 cents the rate on like traffic from Chicago and Ham- 
mond to Memphis. A 93-cent rate, less-truckloads, applies 
from Chicago and Hammond to Memphis. Defendants are re- 
quired to establish, on or before May 1, a rate not to exceed 
by more than 4 cents the rate on like traffic from Chicago and 
Hammond to Memphis. 


Fruits and Vegetables 


I. and S. M-1026, Fruits and Vegetables between D. C., Md., 
and New York City. By division 2. Proposed any-quantity 
motor common carrier commodity rates, fresh fruits and vege- 
tables, New York, N. Y., to Baltimore, Md., and Washington, 
D. C., unjust and unreasonable, and proceeding discontinued. 
The rates, filed to become effective April 15, 1940, suspended 
until Oct. 12, 1940, and thereafter deferred to April 14, 1941, 
according to the report, were canceled inadvertently by re- 
spondents. It said respondents had refrained from republishing 
the proposed rates pending a determination of the proceeding. 
The report said most of the proposed rates were unreasonably 
low and there were inconsistencies in them which apparently 
existed also in present rates and which were not satisfactorily 
explained. The record, however, it said, did not afford an ade- 
quate basis for the prescription of rates for the future. 


Clay Products 


No. 28658, Rockford Brick & Tile Co. et al. vs. Chicago & 
North Western et al. By division 3. Dismissed. Rates, clay 
products, Rockford and Sheffield, Ia., to Madison, Wis., not 
shown to be unduly prejudicial. Complainants alleged that 
the rates from Rockford and Sheffield to Madison were unduly 
prejudicial and unduly preferential of the Mason City Brick 
& Tile Co., of Mason City, Ia., and asked removal of the prej- 
udice and preference by grouping the three points of origin. 


All Freight 


I. and S. M-1325, All Freight, Chicago, St. Louis and Rock 
Island to Fort Sill. By division 2. New commodity rates, 40 
per cent of first class rates, which became effective Sept. 20, 
1941, all freight, with exceptions, minimum 18,000 pounds, 
truckloads, Chicago, Ill., and St. Louis, Mo., and points taking 
the same rates, and Rock Island, Ill., to Fort Sill, Okla., just 
and reasonable. Proceeding discontinued. 


Lumber Space 


No. 28665, Leskawa Lumber Co. vs. American-Hawaiian 
Steamship Co., embracing Sub. No. 1, Same vs. Arrow Line 
(Sudden & Christenson), and Sub. No. 2, Same vs. Weyer- 
haeuser Steamship Co. By division 3. Dismissed. Failure of 
defendants to allocate steamship space to complainant for 
transportation of lumber from north Pacific coast ports to 
Philadelphia not shown to have been unduly prejudicial, pref- 
erential or otherwise in violation of part III of the interstate 
commerce act. Complainant, according to the report, argued, 
among other things, that the failure of defendants to provide 
transportation had definitely reduced its profits. The Com- 
mission found that emergency conditions in the intercoastal 
trade resulted in offerings of lumber cargoes in excess of de- 
fendants’ vessel capacity; that defendant Weyerhaeuser, com- 
mitted itself to release four of its eight vessels to the U. S. 
Maritime Commission for transportation of war and strategic 
materials; that Bradwood, Ore., and other ports were elimi- 
nated from defendants’ tariff, effective March 1, 1941; that 
defendant was under no duty to serve Bradwood; that Long- 
view, Wash., was the only loading port complainant ever speci- 
fied; and that defendant did not allocate space for complain- 
ant’s lumber offered at Longview because of inability properly 
to load and discharge the lumber. 


683 


Commission Motor Reports 


(An asterisk before the docket number means that the report 
will not be printed in full in the permanent series of motor carrier 
reports of the Commission. Mimeographed copies of such reports in 
full may be obtained by prompt application to the Commission.) 


*MC 43269, Sub. No. 1, Wells, Inc., Reno, Nev., common 
carrier extension. By division 5. On reconsideration, findings 
in prior report, decided Jan. 30, 1942, modified and certificate 
granted as to general commodities, with exceptions, or specified 
commodities, between specified points and areas in California 
and Nevada (with elimination of that part of the authority 
previously granted covering transportation of general com- 
modities between points in Monterey, Santa Cruz, Santa Clara, 
San Mateo, San Francisco, Marin, Alameda, Contra Costa and 
Napa counties, Calif.), subject to conditions that authority 
herein granted and that granted in MC 43269, to the extent they 
cover the same operations, confer but a single operating right, 
and that issuance of certificate herein authorized be withheld 
for 30 days subsequent to service of this report to afford time 
for any interested party who might be prejudiced by this grant 
of authority to petition for leave to intervene, for rehearing, 
or reconsideration. 

*MC 35560, Sub. 1, Harold Hunnicutt and M. Nalley, 
Tacoma, Wash., common carrier application. By division 5. 
Certificate granted. Specified commodities, Tacoma to Spo- 
kane, Wash. 

MC 72998, Longshore Transfer Co., Inc., Yonkers, N. Y., 
contract carrier application. By division 5. On reconsidera- 
tion, findings in prior report, 29 M. C. C. 479, modified and per- 
mit granted authorizing continued operation as a contract 
carrier of copper wire, rods, cable, cable terminals, and ma- 
terials and supplies used in the installation or maintenance 
thereof, and copper by-products, from Hastings-on-Hudson, N. 
Y., to New York, N. Y., points in Conn., and points in N. Y., 
and N. J., and empty reels for wire and cable from such 
destination points to Hastings-on-Hudson. In the prior report, 
applicant was granted a certificate. 

MC 94512, John Albert Rogel, Livingston Manor, N. Y., 
common carrier application. By division 5. Certificate granted. 
Passengers and their baggage, in special operations, with cer- 
tain limitations, between New York, N. Y., on the one hand, 
and points in townships in Sullivan county, N. Y., on the other. 

*MC 95713, Sub. 2, James Sylvia, Taunton, Mass., ex- 
tension—road building materials. By division 5. Certificate 
granted. Such road building commodities and excavated ma- 
terials as are transported in dump trucks and can be unloaded 
by dumping, between points in R. I., on the one hand, and 
points in Conn., and Mass., on the other. 

*MC 8540, Gas City Transfer Co., Gas City, Ind., common 
carrier application, embracing Sub. Nos. 1, 2, 5, 6, 8, 12 and 15, 
Same, extension applications. By division 5. Certificate granted 
as to continued operation in MC 8540, general commodities, with 
exceptions, from, to or between points in Ind., Mo., Ill., O., and 
Ky., and operation in MC 8540, Sub. Nos. 1, 2, 5, 6 and 15, 
specified commodities, between points in Ind., Ill., O., Mich., 
Wis., Mo., and Ky. The Commission found public convenience 
and necessity not to require operations in MC 8540, Sub. Nos. 
8 and 12, and denied the applications. 

*MC 13880, Sub. 1, C. F. Reddish, West Plains, Mo., ex- 
tension—Missouri. by division 5. Public convenience and neces- 
city found not to require service as a common carrier of gen- 
eral commodities between points in Missouri over regular 
routes to be operated by the Frisco Transportation Co., a sub- 
sidiary of the St. Louis-San Francisco Railway Co., instead of 
applicant, and application denied, without prejudice to the 
filing of a new application by applicant’s successor in interest, 
the Frisco Transportation Co. 

MC 1223, Gadsden Transfer Co., Birmingham, Ala., com- 
mon carrier application. By division 5. Denied, under grand- 
father clause. General commodities, with exceptions, between 
points in Ala., Miss., Tenn., and Ga., over regular routes ex- 
tending between Memphis, Tenn., and Atlanta, Ga. The report 
showed that applicant was adjudged a bankrupt on the filing 
of a voluntary petition on April 19, 1937, and that operations 
had not been conducted since that date. The Commission said 
none of the carriers who claimed to have acquired operating 
rights as successors in interest to applicant had filed application 
with the Commission for transfer of such operating rights and 
that without such approval there could be no effective transfer 
of those rights. It decided, citing Gregg Cartage & Storage 
Co., Common Carrier Application, 21 M. C. C. 17, that the inter- 
ruption of service due to bankruptcy was attributable to causes 
within the control of the bankrupt. 


*MC 2226, Sub. No. 4, Red Arrow Freight Lines, Inc., 
Houston, Tex., common carrier extension. By division 5. Cer- 
tificate granted. General commodities, with exceptions, from 
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and to the off-route points of Damon, Sweeny, Midfields, Bless- 
ing, La Ward, Long Mott and Austwell, Tex., in connection 
with applicant’s present regular-route operations. 

*MC 7777, Sub. No. 6, Rose Line Transportation Co., Inc., 
Des Moines, la., contract carrier extension. By division 5. 
Denied. Toilet preparations from Des Moines, Ia., to Houston, 
Tex., and Oklahoma City and Tulsa, Okla., and corrugated and 
fiber boxes from Lawrence, Kan., and Kansas City, Mo., to 
Des Moines, over irregular routes. The report said the evi- 
dence failed to show any inadequacy in existing motor or rail 
service. Commissioner Lee, dissentiny said he would grant a 
permit for transporting truckload quantities, adding that ap- 
plicant’s proposed operation would not divert traffic from other 
carriers as the shipper was now performing the service as a 
private carrier. 

*MC 19416, Sub. No. 3, C. Hobson Dunn, Dallas, Tex., 
common carrier extension. By division 5. Certificate granted. 
Pipe, pipe line material, machinery, and equipment used in 
construction, repair or dismantling of pipe lines, between points 
in Ala., Ark., Conn., Del., Fla., Ga., Ill., Ind., Ky., Me., Md., 
Mass., Mich., Miss., N. H., N. J., N. Y¥., N. C., N. D., O., Pa., 
R. L, S. C., S. D., Tenn., Vt., Va., W. Va., Wis., and D. C., and 
between points in those states and D. C., on the one hand, and 
points in Tex., La., N. M., Okla., Kan., Mo., Neb., Ia., and 
Minn., on the other, over irregular routes, restricted to traffic 
moving to or from pipe line rights-of-way. 

MC 30606, Central Illinois Bus Co., Chicago, III., common 
carrier application, embracing MC 30604, Sub. No. 2, Santa Fe 
Trails of Illinois, Inc., common carrier application. By division 
5. Certificate granted to applicant in MC 30604, Sub. No. 2, as 
successor in interest to applicant in MC 30606, for continuance 
of operation, passengers, baggage, express and mail over 
specified route between Peoria and East St. Louis, Ill., serving 
all intermediate points. 

MC 31600, P. B. Mutrie Motor Transportation, Inc., Boston, 
Mass., common carrier application. By division 5. Certificate 
granted, for continuance of operation (a) over regular routes, 
as to general commodities, with exceptions, between Boston, 
Mass., and New London, Conn., between Worcester, Mass., 
and New Bedford, Mass., between Boston and Providence, R. L., 
and between Boston and Newport, R. I. serving all inter- 
mediate and designated off-route points, and (b) over irregular 
routes, as to (1) general commodities, with exceptions, in truck- 
loads only, between Boston and points within 15 miles of 
Boston, New Bedford and Fall River, Mass., and Providence 
and points within 5 miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Conn., R. I., and Mass., and in specified areas 
of N. H., and Me.; (2) petroleum products, in bulk, from 
Providence and East Providence, R. I., Boston, and points within 
10 miles of Boston to points in R. I., and in specified parts of 
Mass., N. H., and Conn. (3) household goods between Boston 
and points within 5 miles of State House, Boston, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Me., and R. I., and in specified 
parts of N. Y., and N. J., and (4) organs and organ parts from 
Boston to all points in Pa., with empty containers on return. 


*MC 47100, Sterling Cartage Co., Minneapolis, Minn., 
common carrier application. By division 5. Certificate granted 
for continuance of operation, over irregular routes, as to (1) 
general commodities, with exceptions, (a) between Minneapolis 
and St. Paul, Minn., and (b) between Minneapolis and’ St. Paul, 
on the one hand, and South St. Paul, Robbinsdale, St. Louis 
Park and Hopkins, Minn., on the other, and as to motor vehicles 
from Minneapolis to Wayzata, Minn. 

*MC 53087, Sub. No. 2, Clipper City Transit Co., Mani- 
towoc, Wis., common carrier extension. By division 5. Denied. 
General commodities, with exceptions, over regular route be- 
tween Manitowoc and Two Rivers, Wis., and between Chicago, 
Ill., and points in Chicago commercial zone, over irregular 
routes. 


*MC 53869, Sub. No. 1, H. J. Jeffries, Oklahoma City, Okla., 
common carrier extension (formerly MC 2582, Richardson 
Truck Corporation, common carrier application), embracing 
Sub. No. 3, H. J. Jeffries, common carrier extension. By di- 
vision 5. Certificate granted in Sub. No. 1 to applicant as suc- 
cessor in interest to Richardson Truck Corporation, for con- 
tinuance of operation as to oilfield machinery and equipment 
between points in Oklahoma, over irregular routes. Certificate 
granted in Sub. No. 3 as to roadbuilding machinery and parts 
therefor, over irregular routes, from Peoria, Ill., to points in 
Tex., and from Chicago and Springfield, Ill., La Porte, Indian- 
apolis, and Evansville, Ind., and Cedar Rapids, Ia., to points in 
Oklahoma and Texas. 


*MC 75317, Sub. No. 1, Central Dispatch, Inc., Newark, 
N. J., contract carrier extension. By division 5. Permit 
granted. Wallboard, fiberboard, asbestos board, cemesto board, 
rock wool, and roofing between points in N. J., over irregular 
routes. 

*MC 75981, Sub. No. 4, Robert A. and William H. Watt, 
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Central Falls, R. 1., common carrier extension. By division 5. 
Certificate granted. General commodities, with exceptions, to 
and from Central Falls, R. I., and paperboard, pulpboard ang 
related articles to and from Piermont, N. Y., Bristol, Woon. 
socket and Newport, R. L., as off-route points in connection 
with applicant’s regular route between Newark, N. J., and 
Boston, Mass., and wire, rods and cable from Pawtucket, R. I, 
to Hastings-on-Hudson, N. Y., and rods, empty reels and con- 
tainers in the reverse direction, over a regular route. 

*MC 88365, Frank William Keller, St. Louis, Mo., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Denied. General com. 
modities between points in St. Louis, Mo.-East St. Louis, Il], 
commercial zone. The Commission found that the considered 
operations did not require authority under the act. 

*MC 88637, Sub. No. 2, Service Oil Co., Ord, Neb., common 
carrier extension. By division 5. Denied. Farm machinery. 
motor trucks, tractor engines, cream separators, threshers, parts 
and repairs thereof, and binder twine between points in Illinois 
and points in specified area of Nebraska, over regular and 
irregular routes. 

*MC 89377, Joseph Cory, Brooklyn, N. Y., common carrier 
application. By division 5. Certificate granted. New furni- 
ture from New York, N. Y., to points in N. J., and N. Y., within 
35 miles of New York City, over irregular routes, with no trans- 
portation for compensation in reverse direction. 

*MC 89783, Sub. No. 1, John T. Frederick, Jr., Kingston, 
N. Y., common carrier application. By division 5. Denied. 
Specified commodities between Kingston and points within 25 
miles thereof, on the one hand, and points in N. Y., N. J., Pa, 
Conn., Mass., and R. I., on the other, over irregular routes. 

MC 101273, Faye Mathews, Ashdown, Ark., common carrier 
extension. By division 5. Certificate granted as to lumber 
from points in Ark., on and south of Arkansas River to points 
in specified parts of Kan., and Mo., over irregular routes. The 
report said that applicant, at the hearing, requested contract 
instead of common carrier authority. The Commission denied 
the request, saying that applicant would enter into a contract 
with any person who desired to ship lumber and that it had not 
been shown that the proposed operations would be particularly 
adapted to the peculiar needs of any shipper. 

*MC 101355, Leonile Magnan, Pawtucket, R. |., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Denied. Passenvers and 
baggage in special operations over irregular routes between 
Pawtucket and points within 25 miles thereof, on the one hand, 
and the international boundary of the Province of Quebec, 
Canada, on the other. The report noted that applicant operated 
a 5-passenger sedan automobile, that he had made trips to 
visit his children at a school in Quebec, taking passengers on 
such trips, and that as a consequence of this so-called “share 
expense” arrangement he was of the opinion that there was a 
public demand for this type of service. 


_ *MC 101580, D. M. Stoltzfus, Talmadge, Pa., common car- 
rier application. By division 5. Certificate granted. Road- 
building, quarry and excavating machinery between points in 
specified part of Pennsylvania, on the one hand, and points in 
Del., and N. J., and certain points in Md., on the other, over 
irregular routes. 

*MC 101328, Mobile & Ohio Transportation Co., St. Louis, 
Mo., common carrier application—passengers. By division 5. 
Certificate granted. Passengers and their baggage, and ex- 
press, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, 
between Cairo, Ill., and Union City, Tenn. 

*MC 63099, Sub. 1, J. R. Walker, Mason, Tex., extension— 
Texas, embracing MC 95975, Sub. 1, Ray McMahan, extension 
—Texas, MC 101858, T. O. Reardon and Frantz Reardon, com- 
mon carrier application, MC 102076, Clarence C. Nielsen, com- 
mon carrier application, and MC 102309, C. F. Frenzel, Jr. 
common carrier application. By division 5. Certificates 
granted. Live stock, live stock feed, wool, and mohair, be- 
tween points in Texas. 

; *MC 78786, Sub. 52, Pacific Motor Trucking Co., San Fran- 
cisco, Calif., extension—Coolidge and Casa Grande. By di- 
vision 5. Denial of certificate proposed. General commodities 
between Coolidge and Casa Grande, Ariz., on the one hand, and 
off-rail points within 25 miles thereof, on the other. The re- 
port said the proposed service would not result in merely the 
substitution of a service by motor for an existing rail service 
but would be a new service. It said an abundance of service 
by motor appeared to be available at the points covered by the 
application. It found that public convenience and _ necessity 
did not require the proposed operation. 

MC 101354, Patton Transfer, Inc., Austin, Tex., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Certificate granted. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, in the performance of collec- 
tion and delivery service at Austin, Tex., and between Austin. 
on the one hand, and points within 3 miles of Austin, on the 
other. Commissioner Alldredge concurred. 

*MC 76266, Sub. 12, Merchants Motor Freight, Inc., St. 
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paul, Minn., extension—Mason City. By division 5. Certificate 
granted. General commodities between Mason City, Ia., and 
the junction of U. S. highways 18 and 218, at Floyd, Ia. 

MC 86543, Timothy Donahue, Buffalo, N. Y., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Denied. Applicant found 
to have failed to establish that his operations had been or were 
those of a common or contract carrier for which a certificate 
or a permit might properly be issued. Applicant sought au- 
thority to operate as a common carrier of general commodities, 
in spotting service, between highway points and trailer storage 
yards and docks of motor carriers in Buffalo. It was clear, said 
the report, that this operation is conducted wholly within a 
municipality and it is not performed under a common control, 
management, or arrangement with any other carrier for a con- 
tinuous carriage or shipment to or from a point without the 
municipality, and it is therefore exempt under section 203(b) 
(8) of the act. 

*MC 96169, Samuel Bass, Washington, D. C., common car- 
rier application. By division 5. Certificate granted. Pas- 
sengers and their baggage, in special and charter operations 
on round-trip sightseeing or pleasure tours beginning and end- 
ing at Washington, D. C., and extending to Annapolis, Md., and 
Mount Vernon and Luray, Va., and return. ; 

*MC 100204, Sub. 2, A. H. Putts, Deming, N. M., extension 
—Arizona. By division 5. Certificate granted. Live stock and 
live stock feedstuffs, between points in Luna, Grant, Hildago, 
Dona Ana and Sierra counties, N. M., on the one hand, and 
points in Ariz., on the other. 

MC 11140, Sub. 4, August Manke and Mable Manke, Sparks, 
Nev., extension—California points. By division 5. Certificate 
granted. Wool, petroleum products, other than gasoline, in 
containers, lumber, and salt, between points in Calif., and Nev. 
Commissioner Patterson dissented on the ground that the ma- 
jority found applicants fit, willing and able properly to perform 
the service notwithstanding that only two months before the 
application was filed applicant August Manke pleaded guilty in 
the Nevada district court to 45 counts of an information alleg- 
ing violations of the act and failure to observe the Commission’s 
rules and regulations, and as a result of which fines aggregat- 
ing $1,000 were assessed on 22 counts. The court, according to 
the dissent, suspended imposition of sentence on the remaining 
counts and placed defendant on probation. Immediately, accord- 
ing to the dissent, Manke resumed transportation for which he 
had no authority. He was warned to discontinue such opera- 
tions, which he promised to do, and, the dissent said, a sub- 
sequent check disclosed that he had not. Commissioner Pat- 
terson said there were reasonable grounds for believing, that 
an investigation would disclose that applicants had, among 
other things, conducted many operations without authority and 
without rates on file, had made many concessions from their 
published rates, and had repeatedly violated safety regulations. 
He said he would reopen the proceeding for further hearing. 

*MC 88413, Sub. 4, S. A. Markley, Denver, Colo., extensions 
—Utah, Idaho, Wyoming and Colorado. By division 5. Cer- 
tificate granted. Petroleum products, in bulk, in tank trucks, 
Parco and Cheyenne, Wyo., to a described area in Utah, and 
from Denver, Colo., and Salt Lake City, Utah, and points within 
10 miles of Sale Lake City to a described area in Wyo. 


NO HEARING MOTOR CASES 

The Commission has given notice that “unless good cause 
therefor is shown,” or unless it deems same desirable, no public 
hearings will be held in connection with the following motor 
applications: 

MC F-1791, Marion Trucking Co., Inc., Marion, Ind., pur- 
chase, William J. Black and Paul B. Crouse, dba United Cart- 
age Co., Ltd., Anderson, Ind. Copies of the application may 
be inspected at the Commission or offices of the regulatory 
authorities of Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, Missouri, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, West Virginia and Wisconsin. 

MC F-1787, Central Motor Lines, Inc., Kannapolis, N. C., 
purchase, G. O. Evans Motor Express, Inc., Parkersburg, W. Va. 

MC F-1790, Oregon-Nevada-California Fast Freight, Inc., 
an Francisco, Calif., purchase, S. H. Petersen and John Paul- 
sen, dba Transcontinental Common Carriers (formerly Trans- 
continental Contract Carriers), San Francisco. 

MC F-1794, E. & L. Transport, Inc., Indianapolis, Ind., 
purchase, R. R. Evans, Inc., Indianapolis. 


HANDLING FREIGHT AT PORTS 


The report of Examiner Frank C. Weems in I. and S. No. 
5038, Handling Freight Between Ships and Cars at Ports, says 
a brief of exceptions filed by Seatrain Lines, Inc., should be 
modified to include a qualification to the effect that if the direct 
Interchange of freight between railroad cars and ships has been 
made possible only by added investment or expense on the part 
of the pier owner or the steamship company, or by improve- 
ments in the pier or special tackle or other devices of the 


685 


steamship, the railroads may not lawfully decline to pay any 
appropriate allowance in consideration thereof, nor keep for 
themselves the entire savings in labor and expense resulting 
therefrom. The tariff provision under suspension, according to 
Seatrain, relates only to freight removed by ship’s tackle from 
or placed by ship’s tackle in open-top cars in accomplishing 
direct transfer between such cars and ships. 

Seatrain declared that the decision would not affect the 
charges or allowances on freight interchanged with its vessels, 
and said one point which it desired to urge was that the Com- 
mission “may not properly look only at particular physical 
operations and decide in a case such as this that when the 
dividing line between the physical operations performed by 
railroads and those performed by ships has been determined, 
this definitely settles for all purposes the expenses which should 
be assumed by the railroads.” 

The Houston Port and Traffic Bureau took exception to the 
report in its entirety, because, as it said, it was founded on the 
presumption that freight in open-top cars was at shipside and 
within the custody of the ship, regardless of the customs of 
the ports, also without regard to contractual obligations exist- 
ing at the port of Houston, Tex., as between the railroads, 
on the one hand, and terminal owners and others, on the other. 
It said it thought it necessary to restate the arguments of its 
original brief which sets forth its position and the basis for its 
protest against the suspended schedules so far as they would 
be applicable at Houston. 


IRON AND STEEL RATES INQUIRY 


An investigation into and concerning the reasonableness 
and lawfulness otherwise of rates and charges, etc., on iron 
and steel articles, minimum 18,000 pounds, from Minnequa, 
Colo., to Kansas City, Mo., and points grouped therewith, main- 
tained by carriers parties to tariffs of Mid-Western Motor 
Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., and Central States Motor Freight 
Bureau, Inc., has been instituted by the Commission, division 
2, on its own motion, in MC C-334, Iron and Steel, Minnequa, 
Colo., to Kansas and Missouri Points. Carriers parties to the 
tariffs have been made respondents to the proceeding which 
has been assigned for hearing April 6 at the Pickwick Hotel, 
Kansas City, Mo., before Examiner A. S. Parker. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 

MC C-299, Watertown Chamber of Commerce, Watertown, S. D., 
vs. Harry Hess, dba Hess Motor Express et al. Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau permitted to intervene. 

MC 11590 Sub. No. 6, H. M. Melton, extension, Colorado and Ne- 
braska. Petitions filed by railroad protestants or reconsideration and 
oral argument, and by motor carrier protestants, Howerter Transport 
Service, Donald E. Howerter, and Western Transport Service, for re- 
consideration, oral argument and rehearing, denied. Motion of appli- 
cant to strike petition of motor carrier protestants overruled. 

MC 11612, G. W. Rickerd and George H. Buergi, extension, Mon- 
tana. Petition filed by protestants, Consolidated Freightways, Inc., and 
others, for reconsideration denied. 

MC 26970 Sub. No. 4 (formerly MC 93521), Roger A. Etzler (suc- 
cessor in interest to John W. Masser), common carrier application. 
Matter reopened for further proceedings. Matter referred to Examiner 
W. J. Cave for appropriate proceedings and for recommendation of 
an appropriate order on further consideration, accompanied by rea- 
sons therefor. 

MC 50006 Sub. No. 2, David Wolzinger, dba Pony Express Stages, 
Salt Lake-Ely extension. Applicant’s motion to strike protestants’, 
Lewis Brothers Stages, reply to exceptions overruled. 

MC 68917, H. P. Welch Co., common carrier application; and MC 
62288, Same, contract carrier application. Denial order of October 16, 
1941, further modified to become effective June 15 instead of March 16. 

MC 89787, Harvey H. Sentle, extension, petroleum products. Peti- 
tion filed by applicant for reconsideration denied. 

Finance No. 13275, Chicago, Burlington & Quincy abandonment. 
Effective date of certificate issued January 16 further extended to 
March 16. Petition of protestants for reopening for rehearing denied. 

W-862, application of Vansu Corporation for a permit as a contract 
carrier by water. Merrimac Chemical Transportation Co. permitted to 
intervene. 

No, 28216, pick-up of live stock in Illinois, Iowa and Wisconsin. 
Petition of Dubuque Packing Co. and Kohrs Packing Co. for reargu- 
ment and clarification of findings and requirements denied. 

No. 28760 Sub. No. 1, Illinois Petroleum Marketers Association vs. 
Abilene & Southern et al.; No. 28760 Sub. No. 2, Iowa Independent 
Oil Jobbers Association vs. Same; No. 28760 Sub. No. 4, Iowa Farm 
Service Co. et al. vs. Same; and No. 28760 Sub. No. 5, Missouri Inde- 
pendent Oil Jobbers Association vs. Same. Northern Pacific dismissed 
as a party defendant. 

MC 59754 Sub. No. 1, Fayetteville Transfer Co., extension, Tennes- 
see. Matter reopened for further proceedings. Matter referred to joint 
board No. 107 for appropriate proceedings and for recommendation of 
an appropriate order on further consideration, accompanied by reasons 
therefor. 

MC 67686 Sub. No. 2, North Georgia Transportation Co., Inc., ex- 
tension, Murphy, N. C. Matter reopened for further hearing at time 
and place to be fixed. 

MC 72300 Sub. No. 2, American Carloading Corporation. 
tion dismissed on request of applicant. 

MC 86779 Sub. No. 1, Illinois Central Railroad Co., Kentucky-Ten- 
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nessee extension. Matter reopened for further hearing at time and 
place to be fixed, solely to determine what change, if any, should be 
made in Condition 3 as set forth in the present certificate. 

MC 96354, H. W. and D. W. Brunson, dba Brunson & Brunson. 

MC 796, Universal Service, Inc., common carrier application; and 
MC 796 Sub. No. 1, same, extension of operations, Minnesota and 
Michigan, Denial order of October 14, 1941, further modified to become 
effective April 15 instead of March 16. 

MC 1821, Menard Truck Co., common carrier application. Order 
of June 16, 1941, further modified to become effective April 20 instead 
of March 10. 

MC 3456, Mutual ‘Trucking Co., common carrier application; MC 
3456 Sub. No. 2, same, extension, Bridgeport, Conn., and Boston, Mass., 
and MC 3455, same, contract carrier application. Matter reopened for 
further hearing at time and place to be fixed. 

MC 24379 Sub. No. 2, Long Transportation Co., extension, Cleve- 
Jand. Denial order of October 28, 1941, modified to become effective 
April 15 instead of March 16. 

MC 28389, J. E. Burk, common carrier application; MC 28193 Sub. 
No. 1, Federal Motor Freight, Inc., common carrier application and 
MC 84511 Sub. No. 1, Commercial Freight Lines, Inc., common carrier 
application. Denial order of January 28 modified to become effective 
April 18 instead of March 18. 


MC 88000 Sub. No. 1, Isadore Dibner, extension, New York, N. Y., 
Waterbury, Conn. Matter reopened for further proceedings. Matter 
referred to Examiner W. J. Cave for appropriate proceedings and for 
the recommendation of an appropriate order on futher consideration, 
accompanied by the reasons therefor. 

MC 100348 Sub. No. 6, R. L. Smith, Attalia, extension. Matter re- 
opened for reconsideration on the present record solely for the purpose 
of determining applicant’s right as 2 common carrier by motor vehicle, 
to transport petroleum and petroleum products, in bulk, in tank trucks, 
between Attalia, Wash., on the one hand, and all points in Oregon, on 
the other, over irregular routes. Report and recommended order which 
became effective as order of Commission October 2, 1941, vacated and 
set aside. 

MC 100749 Sub. No. 3, Nelson Bros., Inc., extension Texas, Colo- 
rado; MC 100948 (formerly MC 89018), O. T. Nelson and C. A. Nelson, 
contract carrier application; MC 100948 Sub. No. 1 (formerly MC 34172 
and 89018 Sub. No. 4), same, contract carrier application; MC 100948 
Sub, No. 2 (formerly MC 34172 Sub. No. 1), O. T. Nelson, extension of 
operations; MC 100948 Sub. No. 4 (formerly MC 100749 Sub. No. 1), 
Nelson Bros., Inc., Wyoming, extension; MC 100948 Sub. No. 5 (for- 
merly MC 89018 Sub. No. 3), same, Texas, extension; MC 100948 Sub. 
No. 6 (formerly MC 100749 Sub. No. 2), same, Wyoming, extension; and 
MC 100948 Sub. No. 7 (formerly MC 100749 Sub. No. 4), same, exten- 
sion, Colorado, Wyoming. Matters reopened for hearing or further 
hearing at time and place to be fixed, solely to determine whether 
applicant’s operations are those of a common carrier by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, or are those of a contract carrier 
by motor vehicle, in interstate commerce. 

MC 2511, Ziffrin, Inc., contract carrier application. Order of May 
29, 1941, further modified to become effective May 5 instead of March 5. 

No, 13535 et al., Consolidated Southwestern Cases. Order of April 
5, 1927, as since amended, further amended to permit publication of 
rates of $4.60 from Haydite, Ill., and $5 a ton of 2,000 pounds from 
Danville, Ill., to Houston, Tex., on cinders, clay, shale or volcanic 
(not pumice stone), such rates to be observed as maxima at directly 
intermediate points of origin and destination via routes over which 
the rates are established. 

MC C-283, National Automobile Transporters Association vs, Ke- 
nosha Auto Transport Corporation. Complaint dismissed on complain- 
ant’s reqest. 

1. & S. M-599, Kinney Truck Lines, classes and commodities be- 
tween Minnesota and North Dakota; and MC-C 179, hides and wool 
from Bismarck and Dickinson, N. D., to Twin Cities. Petition filed 
by Great Northern Railway Co., Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. 
Marie Railway Co. and Northern Pacific Railway Co., for rehearing 
on reconsideration, denied. 

W-359, application of Cornell Steamboat Co. to continue operation 
as a contract carrier of property. Boston Tow Boat Co. permitted to 
intervene. 

Finance No. 12545, Fort Dodge, Des Moines & Southern reorgani- 
zaiion. Petition filed by Theodore S. Grape et al., petitioning creditors, 
seeking reconsideration or oral argument in the matter of maximum 
limit of final allowance of compensation to its counsel, E. Hilton Jack- 
son and J. L. Parrish, Jr., for services rendered in connection with 
reorganization proceedings, as approved by report and order of divi- 
sion 4 of December 19, 1941, denied. 

MC 1909 and MC 5369, Alkire Brothers Truck Line, Inc., common 
carrier applications. Denial order of January 26 modified to become 
effective May 11 instead of March 17. 

MC 2065, Earl Clingerman, common carrier application; and MC 
2065 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations, Baltimore, Md., and 
Washington, D. C. Petition filed by applicant for reconsideration in 
MC 2065 Sub. No. 1 and further postponement of effective date of 
denial order in MC 2065 denied. 

MC 11544 Sub. No. 2, M. Luther Schott, extension, Rhode Island; 
MC 25180 Sub. No. 1, Henry Hedrick Mest, extension, Rhode Island; 
MC 80356 Sub. No. 3, Rubin Blair, extension, Rhode Island; MC 101841 
Sub. No. 1, Lester L. Zern, extension, return; and MC 102015, Edgar 
Nettles, extension, Rhode Island. Petition filed by protestant rail 
carriers in official classification territory for reconsideration denied. 

MC 15204, Raymond Lee Dance, common carrier application; MC 
22306, Same, common carrier application; and MC 15204 Sub. No. 2, 
Same, extension of operations, Georgia. Petition filed by applicant 
for reconsideration and request for stay of division 5’s order denied. 

MC 17778 Sub. No. 2, B. & E. Transportation Co., Inc., extension, 
Florida, Petition filed by applicant for reconsideration denied. 
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MC 18254, Buffalo Storage and Carting Co., Inc., common carrier 
application. Denial order of January 22 modified to become effective 
June 13 instead of March 13. 

MC 21242, Genser Trucking Co., Inc., common carrier application, 
Petition filed by applicant for reconsideration of order denying 
petition, and pcstponement of effective date denied. 

MC 24639, Central Motor Lines, Inc., common carrier application, 
Denial order of January 23 modified to become effective April 14 jp. 
stead of March 14, 

MC 29585 Sub. No. 3, L. F. Wise, extension, Valentinc-Crookston 
Petition filed by rail carrier protestants for reconsideration and oral 
argument denied. 

MC 29957 Sub. No. 17, Tri-State Transit Co. of Louisiana, Inc. 
extension, Birmingham-Texarkana. Petition filed by protestant motor 
carrier, Teche Lines, Inc., for reconsideration and oral argument 
denied. 

MC 38880 Sub. No. 1, Arthur R. Dede and Edward Mars, common 
carrier application. Petition filed by applicant for reconsideration 
denied. 

MC 46599, John W. Healzer, common carrier application. Petition 
filed by applicant for reconsideration denied. 

MC 52715 Sub. No. 1 (formerly MC 842), Henderson J. Willison, 
contract carrier application; and MC 842 Sub. No. 2, Same, extension, 
malt beverages. Petition filed by applicant for further hearing, in 
part, denied. 

MC 55556, Joseph Ferraro, common carrier application. 
filed by applicant for reconsideration denied. 

MC 55604, R. N. Smith and R. R. Smith, common carrier applica- 
tion. Denial order of September 13, 1941, further modified to become 
effective April 10 instead of March 16. Petition filed by applicant for 
reconsideration or further hearing denied. 

MC 61035 Sub. No. 1, Carroll Hawkins, Bristol extension. Petition 
filed by applicant for further hearing denied. 

MC 64806, R. P. Thomas Trucking Co., Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion. Petition filed by applicant for reconsideration denied. Denial 
order of October .24, 1941, further modified to become effective April 
10 instead of March 10, 

MC 77459, Diamond Freight Lines, common carrier application. 
Matter reopened for further hearing at time and place to be fixed, 
Order of November 25, 1941, which by its terms denies a portion of 
application, vacated and set aside. 


MC 78139, A. L. Buch, Raymond Buch and Bertha Buch Coleman, 
common carrier application. Petitions filed by protestant motor car- 
riers, York Motor Express Co. and Motor Freight Express, Inc., for 
reconsideration denied. 

MC 81369, H. S. Dorf & Co., Inc., broker epplication. Petition filed 
by applicant for reconsideration denied, 


MC 90729 Sub. No. 1, Harry E. Edwards, common carrier applica- 
tion. Recommended order entered July 8, 1941, which became effec- 
tive as order of Commission on August 7, 1941, vacated and set aside. 
Matter reopened for further proceedings. Matter referred to joint 
board No. 138 for appropriate proceedings and for recommendation 
of an appropriate order on further consideration, accompanied by 
reasons therefor. 

MC 95897, Vann Martin, common carrier application; MC 95902, 
Kimble Wool & Mohair Cu., Inc.; and MC 95917, Charles St. Clair, 
common carrier application. Petition filed by protestants for recon- 
sideration denied. 

MC 96256, Jas. L. Daniel, common carrier application. Petition 
filed by rail carriers and Sunset Motor Lines, Inc., protestants, for 
reconsideration denied. 


prior 


Petition 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13525, Southern Pacific Rail- 
road Co. et al. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Southern 
Pacific Railroad Co. of a line of railroad in Los Angeles County, Calif., 
and abandonment of operation thereof by the Southern Pacific Co., 
lessee. Approved. 


Supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 9689, Southern Pacific 
(Texas and Louisiana Lines) consolidation, granting authority to the 
Texas & New Orleans Railroad Company to assume obligation and 
liability in respect of $450,000 of Houston & Texas Central Railroad 
Co., Lampasas Extension first-mortgage bonds, due July 1, 1933, and 
bonds of the Galveston, Harrisburg & San Antonio Railway Co. as fol- 
lows: $4,728,000 of Eastern Division first-mortgage bonds, due August 
1, 1935; $1,006,000 of eastern division second-mortgage bonds, due June 
1, 1935; and $10,000,000 of Galveston-Victoria division first-mortgagé 
bonds, due June 1, 1910. Approved. 


Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13624, Denver & Rio Grande 
Western Railroad Co., trustees abandonment, permitting abandonment 
by Wilson McCarthy and Henry Swan, trustees of the Denver & Rio 
yrande Western Railroad Co., of a portion of a line of railroad in 
Huerfano county, Colo. Approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 13638, Chicago & North Western 
Railway Co. trustee’s equipment trust certificates, granting authority 
to assume obligation and liability in respect of not exceeding $3,750,000 
of Chicago & North Western Railway Co, second equipment trust of 
1942, 2% per cent equipment-trust certificates, to be issued by the La 
Salle National Bank, as trustee, and sold at 100.284 and accrued div! 
dends in connection with the procurement of certain equipment. AP 
proved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 13644, Mississippi & Skuna Valle) 
Railroad Company stock, granting authority to issue not exceeding 
$77,020 of common capital stock, consisting of 1925.5 shares of the pa! 
value of $40 a share, to be exchanged, together with a cash payment! 
of $35 a share, for a like number of shares of outstanding stock of 
the par value of $75 a share. Approved. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 


Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Pan-Atlantic Operating Rights 


Adhering to precedent, Examiner Charles B. Gray, in 
W-376, Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corporation Common Carrier 
Application, has recommended that the Commission deny the 
application of that company to transport local traffic between 
Atlantic ports. Examiner Gray found the applicant, wholly 
controlled by the Waterman Steamship Corporation of Mobile, 
Ala., entitled to continue operation as a common carrier of 
commodities generally by reason of having been so engaged on 
January 1, 1940, the grandfather date, and since then. 

Examiner Gray said the Commission should find the ap- 
plicant entitled to a certificate for regular route service be- 
tween the ports of New Orleans, Mobile, Panama City, and 
Tampa; between New Orleans, Mobile and Panama City, on the 
one hand, and Baltimore, on the other; and between George- 
town and New York Harbor; and by irregular service between 
New Orleans, Mobile, Panama City and Tampa on the one hand 
and New Bedford, Boston, New York Harbor, Philadelphia 
Harbor and Georgetown on the other. 

The portions of the application seeking authority to trans- 
port property generally between United States north Atlantic 
ports; for authority to operate direct service from New York to 
Tampa, and for authority to transport passengers, the examiner 
said, should be denied. 

Although the applicant had not carried any local traffic 
between the north Atlantic ports since January 1, 1940, it con- 
tended said the examiner it was entitled to authority to perform 
such services because it had always held itself out to engage 
in such operations if the traffic were offered. Pan-Atlantic 
argued, said the examiner, that in considering whether to au- 
thorize it to handle that local traffic the Commission should not 
only consider the fact that applicant’s vessels went from port 
to port between such ports and that applicant had rates on 
file for such local transportation, but the Commission should 
also consider the economic waste involved if it was not per- 
mitted to handle such local traffic. Other coastwise lines 
opposed grant of authority to handle local traffic. 

In disposing of that contention Examiner Gray called at- 
tention to McDonald vs. Thompson, 305 U. S. 263, 266. Since 
the record was that Pan-Atlantic had not been actually engaged 
in transporting local traffic between the Atlantic ports on and 
continuously since January 1, 1940, the examiner said the 
application to do so should be denied. In other words that 
section 309(a) required a showing of more than a potential 
ability to perform operations on and continuously since Jan- 
uary 1, 1940; that applicant must have actually been engaged 
in such operations before it was entitled to the authority sought. 


MOTOR RIGHTS OF MOVERS’ GROUP 


The applicant, organized in 1935 by a group of warehouse- 
men, was not entitled to grandfather rights as a common 
carrier of household goods between points in the United States 
because the transportation on which it based its claims to 
such rights was not under its own dominion and control, but 
was controlled and directed by its members or agents, and 
because it never owned any equipment until late in 1940, said 
Examiner Mack Myers in a proposed report, served March 11, 
in MC 77038, North American Van Lines, Inc., Cleveland, O., 
Common Carrier Application. 

The hearing was devoted exclusively to an effort to prove 
grandfather rights, the examiner observed. He proposed de- 
nial of the application. 

_ “If applicant desires to continue its present operations 
with its own equipment and is willing to undertake a showing 
that public convenience and necessity require it, it should file 
a new application for such operations,” he suggested. 

Examiner Myers noted that members of the applicant 
agreed, among other things, to register with applicant all 
booked orders for 100 miles or more. The registration of loads, 
he Said, was evidently a practice employed by applicant to 
facilitate the obtaining and matching of return loads. He 
said he was of the opinion that the members or agents of North 
American, rather than North American, would be entitled to 
the grandfather rights herein involved. Several of the hauling 
agents had filed their own applications with the Commission 
for authority to transport household goods within limited ter- 
ritories, and with respect to such filings, North American 


officials had recognized the independent status of such mem- 
bers, he said. 


Railway Express Operations 


Finding that the Railway Express Agency, Inc., had not 
operated, and did not propose to operate, any motor vehicles 
under its direction and control, between the points or over the 
routes involved, joint board No. 149 in a proposed report served 
March 10 in MC 66562, Sub. No. 190, Railway Express Agency, 
Inc., Extension of Operations—Bloomington, Ill., embracing 
MC 66562, Sub. No. 356, Same, Extension of Operations— 
Waggoner, Ill., and MC 66562, Sub. No. 359, Same, Extension 
of Operations—Palmyyra, Ill., has recommended that the Com- 
mission, therefore, deny the applications for certificates. 

On further hearing in MC 66562, Sub. No. 190, the joint 
board found applicant not entitled to a certificate because 
of its failure to operate its own vehicles or to acquire control 
over the vehicles used in the operations. It recommended 
reversal of the prior findings made by division 5, in 26 M. C. C. 
641, authorizing the agency to operate as a common carrier of 
general commodities, moving in express service, between 
Bloomington and Minonk, Ill., Decatur and Pana, IIll., and 
Mattoon and Delavan, Ill., and revocation of the certificate is- 
sued November 27, 1940. In the embraced proceedings, the 
joint board found operations proposed to be conducted by 
owner operators in the transportation of express matter for 
applicant, not to be the motor vehicle operations of applicant. 
Applicant sought to operate between Springfield and Waggoner, 
Iil., in Sub. No. 356, and between Springfield and Palmyra, 
Ill., in Sub. No. 359. 


A~»vlicant, the report said, was fully aware that the express 
matter moving between points on the routes involved in these 
proceedings was far too light to warrant the operation of its 
own vehicles. Since the “recent curtailment or abandonment 
of certain passenger trains by rail carriers,” the report said, 
applicant had been utilizing the motor services of others over 
each of the routes involved in these proceedings. Where it 
had been necessary to utilize the services of others, the report 
said, applicant had favored owner operators whose other over- 
the-road operations included only the carrying of U. S. mail. 
At the present time, it said, applicant used the services of 
10 or more carriers of that type, called star route operators. 
Some of them were now uSed in serving points on the routes 
in Sub. No. 190, and two additional owner operators would 
be employed by applicant if it obtained the authority it sought 
in Sub. Nos. 356 and 359, each making one round trip daily, 
except Sundays and holidays, said the report. 


The principal question presented for determination in 
each of the cases, according to the report, was whether appli- 
cant or the owner operators should hold the operating au- 
thority. It emphasized that applicant did not intend to operate 
its own vehicles and that it had not indicated its intention to 
lease the vehicles of the owner operators or of others. Express 
service to and from the points covered in Sub. Nos. 356 and 
359, according to the report, had been handled for applicant 
by Hayes Freight Lines, Inc., since discontinuance of passenger 
train service. Because of unsatisfactory service applicant pro- 
posed to dispense with Hayes and substitute the services of 
star route operators. Applicant believed that the revised agree- 
ment which it now used in employing owner operators would 
give it such control over the vehicles of owner operators as 
would entitle it to certificates under tests imposed in the Dixie 
Ohio Express case, 17 M. C. C. 735, and in New York, Susque- 
hanna & Western Extension of Operations—North Hawthorne, 
N. J., 23 M. C. C. 59. The revised agreement, the report said, was 
so framed as to impose on the owner operators most of the bur- 
dens generally assumed by carriers engaged in the operation 
of motor vehicles. Since that was the case, it said, it would seem 
that they, and not the applicant, should hold the operating au- 
thority. It said the applicaticn of the principles announced in 
the Dixie Ohio case would not varrant the granting of the au- 
thority sought by applicant in these proceedings. 

In order for applicant to obtain operating authority, the 
report said, it must establish that the vehicles to be used in 
the operations would be operated under its direction and con- 
trol. That, the report said, applicant had failed to do. The 
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operations conducted by applicant, by the utilization of the 
services of owner operators, the report said, were similar to 
those of forwarding companies which were furnished carrier 
service by independent motor carriers. There was nothing in 
the findings of division 5 in the Susquehanna case, the report 
said, that would tend to support applicant’s contention that it 
was entitled to operating authority. 

“The owner operators are independent operators who 
assume all the obligations generally assumed by common car- 
riers,” says the report. “Any operations conducted by them un- 
der the conditions heretofore described, in the transportation of 
express matters for applicant, are their own motor vehicle op- 
erations and not those of applicant. Accordingly, the authority 
sought by applicant in these proceedings should be denied. De- 
nial of the application in Sub. No. 190 will require the amend- 
ment of the order entered therein on November 12, 1940, and 
also the revocation of the certificate issued on November 27, 
1940.” 

Star route operators who now transported express matter 
for applicant over certain routes, the report said, appeared to 
be in a position to furnish more expeditious service than was 
now offered by other motor carriers on that type of traffic. 
But, it said, they were required to hold operating authority 
from the Commission. Applicant, it said, had intimated that 
it might lease the operating rights to the owner operators. 
Before it could lease any operating authority, the report said, 
it must prove its right to obtain the authority. That, it reiter- 
ated, applicant had failed to do. It said applicant should dis- 
continue the practice of using the services of carriers who did 
not hold appropriate operating authority. 


Midwestern Motor Rates 


What looks like a fairly important overhauling of the 
minimum rates established by the Commission in Ex Parte 
MC-23, Mid-Western Motor Carrier Rates has been recom- 
mended by Examiner George A. Dahan. The proposed changes 
are in rates the Commission permitted to be established after 
the original report in 27 M. C. C. 297. 

Changes were proposed by various groups of carriers. 
Among applicants for changes were what was described by the 
examiner as a group of live stock haulers in Iowa; the Western 
Trunk Line Motor Common Carriers, predecessor to the Middle- 
west Motor Freight Bureau, referred to as the Des Moines Bu- 
reau; and certain individual motor carriers respondents in the 
original proceeding. 

Examiner Dahan said the live stock haulers sought au- 
thority to maintain from points in Indiana and Illinois taking 
Chicago rates, to many points in Iowa reduced commodity 
rates on agricultural implements, barium carbonate and iron 
and steel articles; and between all points involved reduced 
classification exception ratings on animal feed, and building and 
roofing materials. : 

The Des Moines Bureau, said the examiner, asked authority 
to maintain rates on specified commodities to and from specified 
points the same as those in effect prior to the date of the 
original order, to accord certain producing points a parity of 
rates with other points, to revise certain rates which 
were alleged to be improperly related to other prescribed rates, 
and to establish reasonably compensatory rates to meet the 
rates of competing railroads. 


Among the proposals of individual lines was one by Knaus 
Truck Lines, Inc., to establish a commodity rate, minimum 
18,000 pounds on cast iron pipe and fittings, from West Des 
Moines to Chicago; and Leonard Berenson, dba American High- 
way Carriers, to establish commodity rates, minimum 20,000 
pounds, on iron and steel articles from Chicago and points 
grouped therewith to points in Iowa. The latter, the examiner 
said, did not appear at the hearing, but filed a petition for 
further hearing. In view of the findings he proposed, the ex- 
aminer said, further hearing was not necessary. 

Modifications sought by the live stock haulers, the ex- 
aminer said, were to meet rail competition in the carriage of 
traffic the haulers said they needed on their return trips to the 
west. The trucks estimated their earnings would range on that 
list of commodities from 7.6 to 12.7 a truck-mile and would 
average about 10 cents. 

On certain commodities, according to the report, the Des 
Moines Bureau requested rates and minimum weights the same 
as the railroads; and on some 112.5 per cent of the rail rates 
subject to carload weights. The bureau admitted, said the ex- 
aminer, that either the physical limitations of their vehicles 
or the laws of states traversed by them, or both, would require 
the use of two or more complete transportation units under 
proposed rates subject to minima in excess of 25,000 pounds. 
The bureau estimated costs to range from 17.4 to 24.4 cents 
a truck-mile, with an average of about 20.7 cents. 


TRAFFIC WORLD 






The Chicago Association of Commerce and the Nationa] 
Industrial Traffic League urged, said the examiner, that the 
proposals of the Des Moines Bureau be disapproved. It was 
their position, he added, that the proper theory of motor carrie; 
rate-making was that the rates should be made or establisheq 
and their justness and reasonableness determined on the cir. 
cumstances of the particular transportation, to a degree baseq 
on the cost plus reasonable profit of the particular carriers 
by which the service was performed, and not with particular 
relation to the rates maintained by other transportation 
agencies. 

The railroads, said the examiner, took a position contrary 
to that of the shippers. In substance, he said, they implied that 
motor rates should exceed rail rates by an amount equal to 
the cost to shippers of rail service, whereas the shippers’ asso. 
ciations said motor rates should be determined on the cost plus 
profit basis. 

This proceeding, the examiner said, was not instituted for 
the purpose of, nor were the prior findings intended to require 
motor carriers to charge shippers rates based on the price of 
rail service, but to ascertain costs and develop a symmetrical 
rate structure based as far as possible on cost factors. 

The examiner said the proposals as to agricultural imple- 
ments, denatured alcohol, barium carbonate, bakery goods, 
building and roofing materials, canned goods, coffee, animal 
and poultry feed, and pipe and fittings should be granted. 

A proposal as to glassware the examiner said should be 
denied. The proposal of live stock. haulers on iron and steel 
articles, the examiner said, should be approved, also those of 
Leonard H. Berensen; and as to alcoholic liquors on a 20,000 
pound minimum and denied as to righer minima. Proposals 
based on 30,000 and 40,000 pounds, the examiner said, should 
be denied, the report setting forth that such weights exceed a 
reasonable truckload minimum weight. 

Other commodities covered by the report are magazines, 
periodicals and advertising matter, paints and paint materials, 
paper and paper articles, and petroleum and products. In a 
number of utterances with regard to some of those com- 
modities the examiner indicated the proposed minima were 
too high. With regard to petroleum and petroleum products, 
on a minimum of 20,000, the examiner said rates the same as the 
rail rates should be approved. 


NEW YORK PLASTER RELIEF 


In a report in fourth section application No. 19200, Plaster 
and Related Articles in New York, Examiner C. Elliott Stiles 
has recommended that the Commission deny railroads fourth 
section relief to establish and maintain a rate of $2.75 a net 
ton on plaster and related articles from Wheatland, N. Y., to 
New York, N. Y., and New York harbor lighterage points 
served by them and certain connections, for application in the 
season of navigation on the New York State Barge Canal from 
April 1 to November 30, each year. The Hedger Transpor- 
tation Corporation, operating barges on the canal and the Hud- 
son River, United States Gypsum Co., National Gypsum Co., 
Certainteed Products Corporation, Celotex Co., and the Cham- 
bers of Commerce of Jersey City,.N. J., and Yonkers, N. Y., 
opposed the relief sought. 

The purpose of the proposed rate, according to the report, 
was to meet rail-water and truck-water competition via Roches- 
ter, N. Y., and the canal-river route. It said no evidence was 
presented of any truck competition. The Ebsary Gypsum Co., 
with a plant at Wheatland and distributing facilities in New 
York, the report said, intervened in support of the application. 
It had advised applicants, the report said, that if the $2.75 
rate was published, the rail routes would be favored with 4 
fair share of the traffic. 

“The record establishes that as recently as early in 1940 
the shipper for whose benefit this $2.75 rate is proposed as- 
serted that an increase of 20 cents in the barge rate, from 
$1.55 to $1.75, would divert from canal to rail whatever traffic 
he would be able to dispose of in New York under such 4 
rate adjustment,” says the examiner. “Yet applicants herein 
propose to reduce the all-rail rates $1.05 on plaster and gypsum 
blocks and $1.45 on plasterboard for the asserted purpose of 
getting only a fair share of the traffic now moving by canal.’ 

The examiner said the Commission should find that appli- 
cants had not made out a special case “warranting authoriza- 
tion to charge less for longer than for shorter distances for 
the transportation of the articles herein considered.” 


UNWANTED MOTOR CARRIER PERMIT 


In a proposed report dealing with a question as to whether 
or not a motor carrier at Utica, N. Y., could operate com 
sistently with the public interest and the national transporta- 
tion policy while holding at the same time a certificate and 8 
permit issued by the Commission, Examiner A. S. Parker 
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showed that the operators of the truck line in question averred 
that in the conduct of their authorized operation as a contract 
carrier they were severely handicapped “because of the fact 
that no shippers will enter into written bilateral contracts with 
them for shipment of a minimum tonnage in a specified period, 
when such shippers are at liberty to engage common carriers 
at rates that are no higher.” 

The proposed report was served March 11, in a proceeding 
titled “MC 22325, MC 22325 (Sub. No. 1), MC 22325 (Sub. 
No. 2), MC 52726, Sheldon A. Gordon and Robert W. Warren— 
Operating Authorities.” The examiner said these proceedings 
had been reopened by order of the Commission on June 4, 
1941, for determination of the dual operating authority ques- 
tion with respect to the respondents, dba Gordon & Warren, 
of Utica, N. Y¥. He noted that the respondents had been 
granted certificates in MC 22325 and Sub. Nos. 1 and 2 au- 
thorizing transportation of specified commodities between 
points in several eastern states and that, in MC 52726, they had 
obtained a permit authorizing transportation of heating equip- 
ment and parts thereof from Utica to Philadelphia, Scranton 
and Swayesville, Pa. The respondents were agreeable, said the 
examiner, to relinquishment of the contract carrier authority 
and to acceptance of a certificate in lieu thereof, and had no 
desire to conduct a dual operation. 

The respondents, said the examiner, had the alternative of 
disposing of their contract carrier authority or of applying, 
“in the appropriate manner,” for a certificate authorizing the 
operations now covered by their permit. He concluded that 
the holding of dual authority was not consistent with the public 
interest, etc., and recommended that any action looking to 
vacation and setting aside of the contract carrier authority be 
withheld pending the filing by the respondents of an application 
for a certificate, as previously stated, in lieu of a permit. 


Proposed Reports 
Bags, Etc. 


I. and S. M-1665, Commodities—between Beaumont and 
Dallas, Tex. By Examiner James C. Cheseldine. Served March 
6. Proposed reduced commodity rates, bags, dairy products, and 
other commodities, less-truckloads and minimum 7,000 pounds, 
between Beaumont and Dallas, Tex., not unreasonable or other- 
wise unlawful. Proceeding discontinued. The proposed rates, 
according to the report, would apply over the lines of three 
motor common carriers serving Beaumont, Dallas, and Hous- 
ton, Tex., and are the same as the rates maintained by those 
carriers on the same commodities between Houston and Dallas. 
The purpose of the proposed adjustment is to equalize the port 
of neat with the port of Houston on traffic to and from 
Dallas. 


Wool in the Grease 

No. 28704, Julius Forstmann & Co., Inc. vs. Pennsylvania, 
et al. By Examiner L. J. P. Fichthorn. Joint through class 
70-K rates of 65 cents from Lawrence, Mass., and 42 cents from 
Providence, R.:I., charged on wool in the grease, in bales, 
shipped to Dundee, N. J., inapplicable. Applicable rates, 59.5 
cents from Lawrence to Dundee, 56.5 cents from Providence to 
Dundee over the Pennsylvania, and 64.5 cents from Providence 
to Dundee over the D. L. & W., not unreasonable, except on one 
shipment. The examiner said the 64.5-cent rate from Providence 
to Dundee was unreasonable to the extent it exceeded a 59-cent 
rate. Shipments found not misrouted. Reparation, with in- 
terest, proposed to be awarded. 


Motor Proposed Reports 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration 
of 20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), 
become effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State 
in which applicant has home office is shown in “‘black face’ type, 
with name of town or city following.) 


Minnesota (Wright)—-MC 103322, Michael Seber, contract 
carrier application. Joint board 145. Served March 6. Per- 
mit proposed. Forest products, between all points in Cook, 
St. Louis, Carlton and Aitkin counties, Minn. Hearing on re- 
quest. Thirty days for exceptions. 

_ lowa (Hull)—MC 103285, B. H. Beckman, common car- 

ner application. Joint board 92. Served March 6. Certificate 

Proposed. Dairy products, Hull, Ia., to specified points in Ia. 
earing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Minnesota (International Falls)—-MC 103273, Cyril Kirvan, 
contract carrier application. Joint board 248. Served March 

Permit proposed. Logs, points in Itasca and Koochiching 
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counties, Minn., to the international boundary between the 
U. S. and Canada through the port of entry at International 
Falls, Minn. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Minnesota (Hibbing)—-MC 103247, Milton Manner, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 148. Served March 6. 
Permit proposed. Logs, points in Itasca and Koochiching coun- 
ties, Minn., to the international boundary between the U. S. 
and Canada through the port of entry at International Falls, 
Minn. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Massachusetts (Westboro)—MC 103197, Earl H. Storey 
and George H. Storey, dba George H. Storey & Son, common 
carrier application. Joint board 134. Served March 6. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Apples, Westboro to Providence, R. I.; 
scrap leather, Marlboro, Mass., to Willimantic, Conn.; leather- 
board and fibreboard, Willimantic to Marlboro; and wooden 
barrels, Townsend, Mass., to points in Conn., and R. I. Hear- 
ing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Oklahoma (Bartlesville)—MC 103138, T. R. Wilson, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 217. Served March 6. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Lumber and forest 
products between points in Ark. and Okla. 

Louisiana (New Iberia)—-MC 103116, Paul Romero, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 164. Served March 6. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Specified commodi- 
ties, New Iberia to points within 30 miles thereof, and empty 
containers and rejected shipments in the reverse direction. 

Georgia (Augusta)—-MC 103106, Mrs. Mattie B. Smalley, 
common carrier application. Joint board 131. Served March 
6. Denial of certificate proposed. Passengers and their bag- 
gage and mail, in a five-passenger automobile with trailer 
attached, the trailer to carry mail and baggage, the automo- 
bile not to carry in excess of four passengers, between Augusta, 
Ga., and Greenwood, S. C. 

Illinois (Carlinsville)—MC 103009, Jacob Le Vora, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 135. Served March 6. 
Denial proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween St. Louis, Mo., and Carlinsville. 

Arkansas (Warren)—MC 102948, D. L. Baker, common 
carrier application. Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. Served 
March 6. Certificate proposed. Lumber, Warren, Ark., to 
points in Miss., Mo., Okla., Tenn., and Tex. The examiner said 
the holding by applicant of a. certificate as recommended and 
a permit to the extent described in the Commission’s order of 
March 26, 1938, in MC 74386, should be found consistent with 
the public interest and the national transportation policy. 

Wisconsin (Monroe)—-MC 102845, W. L. Maske, common 
carrier application. Joint board 13. Served March 6. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Specified commodities between points in 
Wis. and Til. 

Virginia (Richmond)—MC 102767, Eugene Gray Bowles 
and Cecil Campbell Bowles, common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer Robert A. Joyner. Served March 6. Denial proposed. 
Heavy and bulky commodities, bulky equipment, and road ma- 
chinery requiring special equipment, between points in Va. 
and. points in D..C.. Md., Del., Pa., N. J., N: ¥., N. C, S.C, 
Tenn., W. Va. and Ky. 

INinois (Orangeville)—MC 102713, Lester Lee Rahorn, 
common carrier application. Joint board 13. Served March 
6. Certificate proposed. Coal and feed, Orangeville to points 


in Wis. 

Wisconsin (Monroe)—MC 102666, John F. Waelti, dba 
Waelti Trucking Co., common carrier application. Joint board 
111. Served March 6. Certificate recommended. Live stock 
and unmanufactured agricultural products, between points in 
Green County, Wis., on the one hand, and points in that part 
of Ill., on and north of U. S. highway 30, on the other; and 
live stock, between points in Green County, on the one hand, 
and Dubuque, Ia., on the other. 


Illinois (Mascoutah)—-MC 102377, Nick Friederich, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 135. Served March 6. 
Certificate proposed. Brick, points within 2 miles of Mascou- 
tah, not including Mascoutah, to St. Louis. Mo. 

Iinois (Chicago)—MC 101194, Steve Ippolito, dba North- 
west Cartage Service, common carrier application. Joint board 
21. Served March 6. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, in the performance of collection and 
delivery service at Chicago, and in the performance of radial 
service, between Chicago, on the one hand, and points within 
the Chicago commercial zone, other than Chicago, on the other. 

Wlinois (Chicago)—-MC 100767. Sub. 1. South Side Fire- 
proof Storage, Inc., common carrier application. Examiner 
F. D. Binkley. Served March 6. Denial proposed. WHouse- 
hold goods between Chicago, on the one hand. and points in 
Tll., Ind., Ia., Md., Mich.. Mo., N. J., N. Y., O., Pa., Tenn., Va., 
W. Va., Wis., Ky., and D. C., on the other. 

Arkansas (Nashville)—-MC 100325, Sub. 1. Alvin Lee Gib- 
son, dba A. L. Gibson, extension—Polk and Hempstead. Ex- 
aminer F. R. Benny. Served March 6. Certificate proposed. 
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Lumber, truckloads, points in Polk, Hempstead, Howard and 
Clark counties, Ark., to points in Mo., Okla. and Tex. 

idaho (Hailey)—MC 96479, Roscoe M. Hewitt, contract 
carrier application. Joint board 49. Served March 6. Permit 
proposed. Ore, concentrates, and mining machinery, equipment, 
and supplies, between Gimlet, Ida., on the one hand, and points 
in Blaine county, Ida., within 15 miles of Gimlet, on the other. 
Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

IMinois (Chicago)—MC 96263, John J. Scachitti, common 
carrier appiication. Joint board 21. Served March 6. Certifi- 
cate recommended. General commodities, with exceptions, in 
the performance of radial service, between Chicago, on the one 
hand, and points within the Chicago commercial zone, except 
Chicago, on the other. 

New York (Salisbury Mills)—-MC 89635, Sub. 1, Michael 
Keller—extension—New York, N. Y. Examiner U. E. Conlon. 
Served March 6. Permit recommended. Corrugated boxes, and 
labels used in connection therewith, New York, N. Y., to Salis- 
bury Mills; paper and paper products between Salisbury Mills, 
on the one hand, and Lansdowne and Chester, Pa., and Camden 
and Trenton, N. J., on the other; woodpulp, Newark, N. J., and 
points in the New York, N. Y., commercial zone, except those 
points in the commercial zone authorized in MC 89635, to 
Salisbury Mills; and chipboard, Clifton, N. J., to Salisbury Mills. 

New York (Cortland)—-MC 88158, Sub. 4, Florence H. 
Collier, extension—general commodities. Examiner W. W. 
Bryan. Served March 6. Denial of certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, between Cortland, Homer and McGraw, N. Y., 
on the one hand, and New York City, on the other. 

Ohio (Dennison)—-MC 87379, Sub. 1, C. H. Hooker, exten- 
sion—clay products. Examiner E. T. Cosby. Served March 6. 
Certificate proposed. Products and articles manufactured of 
clay, except earthenware and pottery, points in Tuscarawas 
county, O., and Junction City, O., to points in Ind., Ill., Ky., Md., 
Mich., N. Y., Pa., and W. Va. 

South Dakota (Lead)—-MC 84699, Sub. 1, Lead-Deadwood 
Transit Co., extension of operations. Joint board 230. Served 
March 6. Denial of certificate proposed. Persons, over a speci- 
fied circuitous route in S. D., beginning and ending at Deadwood. 

Minnesota (North Field)—-MC 79885, Sub. 1, J. F. Marshall, 
dba Marshall Truck Service, common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer L. W. Cunningham. Served March 6. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between points in Minn., on the 
one hand, and points in N. D., S. D., Neb., Ia., Ill., and Wis., on 
the other. 

Wisconsin (Monrce)—MC 77371, Sub. 4, L. L. Hare, dba 
Hare Trucking Co., extension of operations. Joint board 111. 
Served March 6. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between points in Wis., Ill., and Ia. 

Maine (Portland)—-MC 73646, Sub. 1, Michael R. Burke, 
common carrier application. Joint board 69. Served March 6. 
Certificate recommended. Household goods, between Falmouth, 
Me., and points in Me., within 30 miles thereof, on the one 
hand, and points in N. H., and Mass., on the other. 

Minnesota (Ortonville)—-MC 70579, Sub. 2, Harry H. 
Speckeen, dba Speckeen Transportation Co., extension—Minne- 
apolis and St. Paul, Minn. Joint board 145. Served March 6. 
Certificate recommended. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between points in Minn. 

Massachusetts (Boston)—-MC 66081, Sub. 1, Samuel J. 
Marks, dba Marks’ Dispatch, common carrier application. 
Joint board 134. Served March 6. Denial for want of prosecu- 
tion proposed. General commodities, Boston, Mass., to points 
in R. I., and Conn. 

Washington (Spokane)—-MC 60866, Sub. 10, Cater’s Motor 
Freight System, extension—Spokane. Joint board 80. Served 
March 6. Certificate recommended. General commodities, with 
exceptions, to and from the plants of the Aluminum Co. of 
America, approximately 2.5 miles north of Spokane, as an off- 
route point in connection with applicant’s presently authorized 
regular route operations. Hearing on request. Thirty days for 
exceptions. 

Iinois (Alton)—MC 59735, Sub. 1, Julian S. Nickell, ex- 
tension application. Joint board 135. Served March 6. Denial 
of permit proposed. Beer, St. Louis, Mo., to Alton, and empty 
containers in the reverse direction. 

Pennsylvania (Williamsport)—-MC 59115, Clarence Wheel- 
and, common carrier application. Examiner Walter W. Bryan. 
Served March 6. Denial proposed. General commodities, house- 
hold goods, and new furniture, between Williamsport, and 
points within 50 miles thereof, and points in New York. 

Texas (Detroit)—-MC 55013, Sub. 1, Clarence V. Howland, 
extension of operations. Examiner Allan F. Borroughs. Served 
March 6. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities from, to 
or between points in Tex., Ill., Mo., O., Mass., Ia., Mich., Ind., 
Tenn., La., Ark., and Okla. 

Rhode Island (Pawtucket)—-MC 48667, Sub. 1, J. Conrad 
Coutu, dba Coutu Trucking Service, extension—race horses. 
Examiner David R. White. Served March 6. Certificate pro- 
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posed. Horses (other than ordinary live stock), and equipment 
and paraphernalia incidental to the transportation, care ang 
display of such horses, between points in Conn., Del., Me., Md, 
Mass., N. H., N. J., N. Y., N. C., Pa., R. 1, Vt., Va., and W. Va, 
and between points in the named states and the internationa] 
boundary of the U. S. and Canada, through ports of entry at 
Highgate Springs, Vt., and Rouse’s Point and Niagara Falls, 
M.m. 


New York (Albany)—MC 47624, Theodore Schaap and 
Raymond Schaap, dba Schaap Brothers, common carrier ap. 
plication. Examiner Herbert P. Haley. Served March 6. Cer. 
tificate proposed. Continuance of operation, household goods, 
between Albany and points in New York within 35 miles thereof. 
on the one hand, and points in Md., Mass., N. J., O., Pa., and 
Vt., on the other, and from Albany and points in New York 
within 35 miles thereof, to points in Conn., D. C., N. H., R. I, 
and Va. 

Ohio (Cleveland)—-MC 1502, Sub. 48, Pennsylvania Grey. 
hound Lines, Inc., extension—Rushville and Brookville, Ind. 
Joint board 72. Served March 6. Certificate recommended, 
Passengers and their baggage, and express, mail and newspapers 
in the same vehicle with passengers, between Rushville and 
Brookville, Ind. Hearing on request. Thirty days for excep- 
tions. 

Wisconsin (Superior)—-MC 309, Sub. 4, Hill Warehouse & 
Trucking Co., extension of operations—soap. Joint board 142. 
Served March 6. Certificate proposed. Soap, soap products, 
lard substitutes, and advertising matter and novelties dis- 
tributed in connection therewith, between Superior, Wis., and 
all points within 50 miles thereof. 

California (San Francisco)—-MC 1511, Sub. 46, Pacific 
Greyhound Lines extension—South Davis, Calif. Joint board 75, 
Served March 6. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, and express, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle 
with passengers, between Gills Ranch and East Davis, Calif,, 
and between South Davis and Davis, Calif. Hearing on request. 
Thirty days for exceptions. 

Louisiana (New Orleans)—-MC 1507, Sub. 8, Teche Lines, 
Inc., extension of operations—Milton. Joint board 98. Served 
March 6. Dismissal of application for a certificate proposed at 
applicant’s request. Passengers, newspapers, express, mail, and 
baggage in the same vehicle with passengers, between Milton, 
Fla., and Brewton, Ala. 

Louisiana (Haynesville)—-MC 46925, Sub. No. 1, John B. 
D. Mitchiner, common carrier extension. Joint board 35. 
Served March 6. Certificate proposed. Fertilizer from points 
in Ark., to Minden, Monroe and Shreveport, La., and from 
Minden, Monroe and Shreveport to points in Ark., within 250 
miles of Shreveport, over irregular routes. 

New York (New York)—MC 44577, Sub. No. 4, T. I. Me- 
Cormack Trucking Co., Inc., contract carrier extension. Ex- 
aminer David Waters. Served March 6. Finding recommended 
that proposed operations are those of common carrier. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Liquid sugar, invert sugar, syrups and mo- 
lasses from points in New York commercial zone to points in 
Conn., and N. J., and in specified parts of N. Y., and Pa, 
brewers’ residue or slops from Norristown, Pa., and Philadel- 
phia, Pa., to Peekskill, N. Y., and edible fats, vegetable oils, 
lard and tallow (1) from New Haven, Conn., to New York City 
and (2) from Allentown, Pa., to New York City. The examiner 
said that the fact that applicant was willing to serve as many 
as 50 additional shippers was strong evidence that it held out 
to serve all shippers in that particular class of the public having 
need for the transportation of certain liquid commodities. 

Oregon (Portland)—-MC 42487, Sub. No. 25, Consolidated 
Freightways, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 80. 
Served March 6. On further proceedings, issuance of amended 
certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Seattle and North Bend, Wash., over specified route, 
serving only those points which applicant is now authorized to 
serve under claim of grandfather rights. Thirty days for ex- 
ceptions. 

Louisiana (Crowley)—MC 41116, Sub. No. 3, E. R. Fogel- 
man, contract carrier extension. Joint board 32. Served March 
6. Denial proposed. Specified commodities between specified 
points in Tex., and La. 

Virginia (Arlington)—MC 30515, Sub. No. 1, Warren A. 
Rulapaugh, contract carrier extension. Joint board 68. Served 
March 6. Permit proposed. Electrical supplies from Wash- 
ington, D. C., and Rosslyn, Va., to points in D. C., Md., and Va. 
within 50 miles of Washington, D. C., and heating equipment 
and accessories, plumbing equipment and accessories, heating 
and plumbing tools and supplies, elevator cable, pumps and 
mill supplies from Washington, D. C., and Rosslyn, Va., t0 
points in Md., and Va., within 50 miles of Washington, excep! 
those within 25 miles of Washington, with no transportation 
for compensation on return, over irregular routes. 

Indiana (Lafayette)—-MC 28158, Sub. No. 1, Otis P. Raw- 
lings, common carrier application. Joint board 72. Served 
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March 6. Certificate proposed. Fresh, cured and cooked meats 
from Lafayette, Ind., to Indiana State Soldiers Home, about 
4 miles north of West Lafayette, Ind., over irregular routes. 
illinois (Chicago)—-MC 28005, Sub. No. 2, Ready Truck 
Lines, Inc., contract carrier application. Examiner Roy L. 
Burge. Served March 6. Denial proposed. General com- 
modities, in truckload lots, between points in Ill., Ind., and 
specified part of O., over irregular routes. 

New York (New York)—MC 25894, Nick Stefanile, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner Herbert P. Haley. Served 
March 6. On further hearing, certificate proposed. Continu- 
ance of operation, specified commodities between specified 
points in Conn., Mass., N. Y., N. J., Pa, and Del 

Minnesota (Detroit Lakes)—MC 24221, Sub No 4, Arthur 
F. Janke, dba Janke Transfer Co., common carrier extension. 
Joint board 145. Served March 6. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, between Minneapolis and St. 
Paul, Minn., on the one hand, and site of Twin City Ordnance 
Plant in Mounds View township, Ramsey county, Minn., on the 
other, over irregular routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 

South Carolina (Greenville)—-MC 20895, Carolina Transfer 
Co., Inc., common carrier application. Examiner M. J. Crane. 
Served March 6. Denial proposed, under grandfather clause, 
on further hearing. General commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween points in S. C., Ga., Fla., N. C., Va., Md., Ala., Tenn., and 
Pa., over irregular routes. The examiner said the proceedings 
had been reopened on petition of protestants and that in the 
previous proposed report a partial grant of the authority 
sought had been recommended. Examiner Crane, citing Griffith 
Freight Lines, Inc., Common Carrier Application, 28 M. C. C. 
673, said that since no continuous operation since prior to the 
grandfather date had been shown, there was no basis for the 
granting of a certificate or a permit under the grandfather 
clause. 

Michigan (Flint)—-MC 20582, Sub. No. 1, Henry H. Stevens, 
dba Flint Fireproof Warehouse Co., common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner Mack Myers. Served March 6. Denial pro- 
posed. Household goods between points in all the states and 
D. C., over irregular routes. 

Nebraska (Omaha) —MC 15348, R. L. Andersen, dba 
Andersen, dba Andersen Motor Transport, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 136. Served March 6. On further hear- 
ing, finding in prior report of division 5, decided August 5, 
1940, that applicant was a contract carrier, proposed to be 
reversed, and finding that applicant’s operations have been 
and are those of common carrier recommended. Certificate 
proposed for continuance of operation as to specified com- 
modities over designated regular routes between Omaha and 
Lincoln, Neb., and Sioux City, Ia., on the one hand, and Chicago, 
Freeport and Joliet, Ill., on the other. The joint board said 
there was no substantial evidence to establish that any special 
or unique service, different from that usually rendered by a 
common carrier, was rendered by applicant to any shipper. 


Indiana (South Bend)—MC 15214, Mercury Motorways, 
Inc.. common carrier application. Joint board 13. Served 
March 6. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, over specified routes, between Chicago, Ill., and 
Milwaukee, Wis., without service between the termini, and 
with service to and from Milwaukee and intermediate points 
in Wisconsin and Waukegan, IIll., restricted to traffic moving 
to and from points on applicant’s authorized connecting routes, 
other than points in Chicago commercial zone. 


Wisconsin (Milwaukee)—-MC 10240, Manhardt Storage Co., 
common carrier application. Examiner C. I. Kephart. Served 
March 6. Certificate proposed. Continuance of operation, 
household goods between points in Wis., Minn., Ia., Mo., IIL, 
Ind., Mich., O., Pa. and N. Y., over irregular routes. 

New York (Monticello)—-MC 7850, Rupp Trucking Co., 
Inc. common carrier application. Examiner R. E. Brady. 
Served March 6. Certificate proposed. Continuance of opera- 
tion, general commodities, with exceptions, between New York 
City, on the one hand, and points in Orange, Sullivan and 
Ulster counties, N. Y., on the other (through N. J.), and be- 
tween points in Sullivan County, on the one hand, and points 
in Essex and Hudson counties, N. J., on the other, over irreg- 
ular routes. 

Illinois (Marine)—-MC 4024, Sub. No. 1, Edward G. Horn, 
common carrier extension. Joint board 135. Served March 
6. Denial of certificate, for want of prosecution, proposed. 
General commodities, with exceptions, between Marine, IIL, 
and St. Louis, Mo., via Troy, Ill., over regular routes. 

District of Columbia (Washington)—-MC 3905, Sub. No. 1, 
National Trucking & Storage Co., Inc., common carrier exten- 
Sion. Joint board 367. Served March 6. Denial, for want 
of prosecution, proposed. Canned goods from Houston, Wyo- 
ming and Dover, Del., to Washington, D. C., Baltimore, Md., 
and points in Md. within 8 miles of D. C., over irregular routes. 
Washington (Long Beach)—-MC 2512, Sub. No. 2, Maxwell 
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Wade Wilson, common carrier extension. Joint board 45. 
Served March 6. Denial proposed. Specified commodities be- 
tween specified points in Wash. and Ore. Twenty-five days for 
exceptions. 

Massachusetts (Springfield)—-MC 1940, Sub. No. 7, Trail- 
ways of New England, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint 
board 231. Served March 6. Certificate proposed. Passengers, 
baggage, express, mail and newspapers between Chicopee and 
Willimansett, Mass., with no service at intermediate points 
except Westover Field, over regular routes. 

Massachusetts (Lynn)—-MC 103316, Louis Krasnow, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 20. Served March 7. 
Permit proposed. Glue stock from Manchester and Nashua, 
N. H., to North Woburn and Winchester, Mass., over irregular 
routes, with no transportation for compensation on return. 
Thirty days for exceptions. 

Texas (Amarillo)—-MC 103176, H. W. Elliott, dba Elliott 
Motor Freight Lines, common carrier application. Joint board 
89. Served March 7. Dismissal of application, at applicant’s 
request, proposed. General commodities between Amarillo and 
Denver, Colo., over specified route, serving all intermediate 
points. 

Oklahoma (Nowata)—-MC 103154, J. C. Boop, common 
carrier application. Joint board 39. Served March 7. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Oilfield equipment and supplies between points 
in Nowata County, Okla., and points in specified Kansas area, 
over irregular routes. 

West Virginia (Sistersville)—MC 103121, Glen McHenry, 
contract carrier application. Joint board 236. Served March 
7. Denial proposed. Butter and eggs from Sistersville to Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., and cheese and empty butter and egg containers 
from Pittsburgh to Sistersville, over irregular routes. 

District of Columbia (Washington)—-MC 103113, Herbert 
C. Bates, dba Riteway Sightseeing Tours, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 68. Served March 7. Certificate pro- 
posed. Passengers and baggage, in transportation of not more 
than 7 passengers, not including driver, in any one vehicle, in 
special operations on round-trip sightseeing or pleasure tours, 
beginning and ending in Washington and extending to Mt. Ver- 
non, Va., and Annapolis, Md., with no pick-up or discharge of 
passengers or baggage except at Washington, over irregular 
routes; and in round-trip charter operations from Washington 
to points in Md. and Va. and return, over irregular routes. 

Missouri (Charleston)—-MC 103022, F. M. Johnston, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 135. Served March 7. 
Denial proposed. Barrel staves from Charleston, Mo., to Cairo, 
Ill., over regular route. 

Kansas (Arkansas City)—-MC 102977, Benjamin F. Rich- 
ardson, contract carrier application. Joint board 39. Served 
March 7. Permit proposed. Commodities dealt in by chain 
retail and mail order department stores from Arkansas City 
to points in Okla., within 40 miles thereof, and, on return, 
rejected shipments, repossessed merchandise, merchandise taken 
in trade, and empty containers, over irregular routes. 


Pennsylvania (Turtle Point)—-MC 102966, S. John Carlson, 
contract carrier application. Examiner Samuel C. Shoup. Served 
March 7. Certificate proposed, on recommended finding that 
applicant’s proposed operation is that of common carrier. 
Specified commodities from Port Allegany and Roulette, Pa., 
and Niagara Falls, N. Y., to designated points in Pa., N. Y., 
O., N. J., Md., and W. Va., over irregular routes. 


Indiana (Anderson)—-MC 102949, George W. Gray, dba 
G. W. Transfer, common carrier application. Examiner Reece 
Harrison. Served March 7. Denial proposed. Household goods 
and furnishings between Anderson and points in IIl., Ky., O., 
and Mich., over irregular routes. 


Wisconsin (Nelson)—-MC 102903, Milton W. Knabe, com- 
mon carrier extension. Joint board 142. Served March 7. 
Certificate proposed. Ordinary live stock, unprocessed agricul- 
tural commodities, feed and seed from points in Maxville, 
Nelson, Modena and Alma townships in Buffalo county, Wis., 
to Newport, Hastings, Red Wing, Lake City and Wabasha, 
Minn., and from Minneapolis, St. Paul, South St. Paul, Newport, 
ees Red Wing, Lake City and Wabasha to aforesaid town- 
ships. 

Massachusetts (Fall River)—MC 102902, Manuel C. Perry, 
dba City Parcel Delivery, common carrier application. Joint 
board 18. Served March 7. Denial proposed. Specified com- 
modities from Fall River to points in Bristol and Newport 
counties, R. I., over irregular routes. 

Colorado (Uravan)—-MC 102802, B. D. Marlow, contract 
carrier application. Joint board 213. Served March 7. Per- 
mit proposed. Metalliferous ores between points in Grand and 
San Juan counties, Utah, on the one hand and points in San 
Miguel and Montrose counties, Colo., on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

Maryland (Hagerstown)—MC 102754, Wilmer George Tur- 
ner, common carrier application. Examiner Henry A. Cockrum. 
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Served March 7. Denial, for want of prosecution, proposed. 
Specified commodities between specified points in Md., Pa., and 
W. Va., and general commodities between Hagerstown and 
specified points and areas in Md., D. C., and Va., over irregular 
routes. 

Kansas (Parsons)—-MC 102711, C. E. Hawthorne, common 
carrier application. Joint board 36. Served March 7. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Passengers, baggage, express and newspapers 
between specified points in Kan., Mo., over regular routes. 

Maine (Eustis)—-MC 102517, E. W. Clark, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 70. Served March 7. On further 
proceedings, finding recommended that applicant’s proposed 
operations are those of contract carrier. Permit proposed. Logs 
from Dead River, Me., and points in Me. within 50 miles thereof, 
to West Farmington, North Anson and Bingham, Me., over 
irregular routes. In the prior proposed report issuance of a 
certificate had been recommended. Thirty days for exceptions. 

North Carolina (Winston-Salem)—MC 102487, Ezra Wat- 
son Hoots, common carrier application. Joint board 7. Served 
March 7. Denial proposed. Flour, feed and grain between 
Altavista, Va., and Lewisville and Mt. Airy, N. C., over regular 
route, serving intermediate points of Reidsville and Winston- 
Salem, N. C. 

Kansas (Winfield)—-MC 102442, Paul McCune, common 
carrier application. Joint board 52. Served March 7. Denial 
proposed. Passengers, baggage, express, mail and newspapers 
between Winfield and junction Kansas Highway 15 and U. S. 
Highway 77, over U. S. 77. 

New York (Bronx, New York)—-MC 102289, Hyspeed Cor- 
poration, contract carrier application. Examiner U. E. Conlon. 
Served March 7. Denial proposed. Specified commodities be- 
tween specified points and areas in Conn., N. J., N. Y., and 
Pa., and points in Mass., and R. I. 

Massachusetts (Hudson)—-MC 101988, Sub. No. 1, Hector 
Buteau, dba Hudson Oil Transportation Co., common carrier 
application. Joint board 18. Served March 7. Certificate pro- 
posed. Range oil, diesel fuel oil and No. 2 fuel oil, in bulk, in 
tank trucks, from Providence, East Providence, and Tiverton, 
R. IL, to Marlboro, Hudson, Clinton, Maynard and Acton, 
Mass., with no return load for compensation, over irregular 
routes. 

Ohio (Troy)—-MC 100448, Sub. No. 2, Daniel Morgan Gos- 
sett, contract carrier extension. Joint board 117. Served March 
7. Denial proposed. Specified commodities between spcified 
points in Ohio, over regular routes. 

Nebraska (Fairbury)—MC 96441, Ben Seifert, common 
carrier application. Joint board 140. Served March 7. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Brick, tile, cement and mortar from Endicott, 
Neb., and points within 6 miles thereof, to 36 specified points 
in Kansas. 

Rhode Island (Providence)—-MC 92681, Sub. No. 1, Arthur 
Vallesi, common carrier application. Joint board 134. Served 
March 7. Denial proposed. Road building materials and 
machinery between points in R. I., on the one hand, and points 
in Conn., and Mass., within 25 miles of R. I., on the other, over 
irregular routes. 

New York (Rhinebeck)—-MC 90748, Clifford C. Ellsworth, 
common carrier application, embracing Sub. No. 1, Same, com- 
mon carrier extension. Examiner E. J. Murphy. Served March 
7. In MC 90748, authority sought by applicant found embraced 
within Sub. No. 1, and dismissal of application in MC 90748 pro- 
posed. Certificate recommended in Sub. No. 1, as to coal 
from Scranton, Pa., and points within 20 miles thereof, to 
Elizaville, N. Y., and points in specified parts of Dutchess 
county, N. Y., over irregular routes. 

New York (New York)—-MC 66562, Sub. No. 353, Railway 
Express Agency, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 
231. Served March 7. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, moving in express service, between Taunton and Fall 
River, Mass., over specified route, serving no intermediate 
points, subject to proposed conditions, including one that ap- 
plicant’s service be limited to service auxiliary or supplemental 
to express service. 

Massachusetts (Southbridge)—-MC 59650, Sub. No. 1, Ed- 
mond Richard and William Richard, dba Southbridge Trucking 
Co., common carrier extension. Joint board 134. Served March 
7. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities between South- 
bridge and Fiskdale, Mass., and specified points in R. I., and 
Conn., over irregular routes. 

New Jersey (Moorestown)—-MC 59495, Sub. No. 1, Ben- 
jamin B. Powell and Joseph P. Powell, partners, dba Powell 
Bros., common carrier extension. Joint board 67. Served March 
7. Denial proposed. Anthracite coal from points in Carbon, 
Luzerne and Schuylkill counties to points in Burlington and 
Camden counties, N. J., ever irregular routes. 

Wisconsin (Dallas)—-MC 59240, Sub. No. 1, Knute Berg, 
dba Berg’s Transfer, common carrier extension. Joint board 
142. Served March 7. Certificate proposed. Flour from Dallas, 
Wis., to Mankato, Minn., mill feeds and grain from Mankato to 
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Dallas, Wis., and household goods and emigrant movables be- 
tween Dallas and points within 25 miles thereof, with certain 
exceptions, on the one hand, and points in Minnesota, on the 
other. 

New Jersey (South Kearney)—MC 55789, National Truck- 
ing Co., Inc., common carrier application. Examiner E. T 
Cosby. Served March 7. Certificate proposed. Continuance of 
operation, specified commodities from and to specified points 
in Conn., N. J., N. Y., and Pa., over irregular routes. 

Wisconsin (Manitowoc)—-MC 53087, Sub. No. 3, Clipper 
City Transit Co., common carrier extension. Joint board 96. 
Served March 7. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Sheboygan and junction Wisconsin 
highways 28 and 57, between Appleton, Wis., and junction U. §. 
highway 10 and Wisconsin highway 55, and between Neenah, 
Wis., and junction U. S. highway 10, over specified routes. 

Oklahoma (Tulsa)—-MC 52460, Sub. No. 6, Hugh Breeding, 
Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 16. Served March 
7. Certificate proposed. Natural or casing-head gasoline, in 
bulk, in tank trucks, from Mankins, Tex., and points within 5 
miles thereof, to Beckett, Okla., and points within 5 miles 
thereof, over irregular routes, with no transportation for com- 
pensation on return. 

Oklahoma (Tulsa)—-MC 52460, Sub. No. 5, Hugh Breeding, 
Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 16. Served March 
7. Certificate proposed. Natural or casing-head gasoline, in 
bulk, in tank trucks, from Mankins, Eliasville and South Bend 
Tex., and points within 5 miles of each to Allen, Wynnewood, 
Ardmore, Cyril and Grandfield, Okla., and points within 5 miles 
of each, over irregular routes, with no transportation for com- 
pensation on return. 

Maine (Northeast Harbor)—-MC 28613, Sub. No. 1, Eugene 
B. Haynes, dba Haynes’ Express, common carrier application. 
Joint board 70. Served March 7. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities between Ellsworth, Me., and points on Mt. 
Desert Island, Me., over irregular routes. 

Virginia (Petersburg)—MC 22483, 
Bryant, common carrier application. Examiner Henry A. Cock- 
rum. Served March 7. Certificate proposed. Continuance of 
operation, excelsior from Petersburg, Va., to New York, N. Y., 
over irregular routes. 

Minnesota (St. Paul) — MC 22317, Fidelity 
Transfer Co., common carrier application. Examiner Curtis 
C. Henderson. Served March 7. Denial proposed, under 
grandfather clause. Household goods, between points in Colo. 
Del., Ill., Ind., Ia., Kan., Md., Mass., Mich., Minn., Mo., Neb. 
N.t., &. Jd. N.Y. N. DD. O, Pa. &. D., Tex. W. Va. Wi, 
and D. C. over irregular routes. 

New York (Watertown)—MC 22145, Sub No. 1, Moore 
Northern Haulers, Inc., common carrier extension. Examine! 
R. E. Brady. Served March 7. On further hearing, modifica- 
tion in part of findings by division 5 in prior report, decided 
Jan. 17, 1941, recommended. Certificate proposed as to (1) 
empty oil drums from points in specified New York area 
Sewaren and Rutherford, N. J.; (2) cheese from specified points 
in N. Y., to specified points in Pa., R. I., Me., and N. J., and 
points in Conn., and Mass.; (3) paper from points in St. Law- 
rence county, N. Y., to Woonsocket, R. I., and Pittsburgh, Pa. 
and (4) butter from Norwood, N. Y., to New York, N. Y., and 
Boston and Somerville, Mass., over irregular routes, subject to 
condition that such certificate and the certificate issued in MC 
61755 and MC 22145 to the extent they cover the same opera- 
tions, confer only a single operating right. 

Indiana (Bloomington)—-MC 16903, Sub. 2, Moon Freight 
Lines, Inc., extension—special commodities. Examiner Reec 
Harrison. Served March 7. Dismissal of application for 4 
certificate proposed at applicant’s request. Stone, points in 
Ind., to points in Tenn., Ark., Okla., Kan., Mo., Neb., Ia., S. D. 
N. D., Minn., Wis., Mich., Pa., N. Y., N. J., Del., Md., Va. 
W. Va., N. C., Ky., S. C., Ga., Ala., Miss., La., Ill., O., and D. C:: 
and brick and tile, points in Ind., to points in O., Mich., Ill. 
and Ky. 

Kansas (Park)—MC 10132, Sub. 6, George Joseph Lipp ané 
Peter Lipp, etxension—Plainville, Kan. Joint board 36. Servet 
March 7. Certificate proposed. Malt beverages, Kansas Cit), 
Mo., to Plainville, Kan., and empty beverage containers 0 
return. 


Michigan (Muskegon)—-MC 2998, Sub. 1, Wolverine E* 
press, Inc., common carrier application, embracing MC 29%. 
Sub. 2, Same, extension—Ohio. Examiner H. G. Kurtz. Servet 
March 7. Certificate proposed as to continued operations 1 
MC 2998, Sub. 1, general commodities, with exceptions, betwee! 
specified points in Mich., and O., over regular routes, wil! 
service at specified intermediate and off-route points. In MO 
2998, Sub. 2, the examiner found public convenience and _ neces 
sity not to require operation by applicant as a common cali! 
of general commodities, with exceptions, between specifie’ 
points in Mich., and O. 
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Pennsylvania (Pittsburgh)—-MC 2907, Sub. 1, Joseph G. 
Darby, dba Darby Transfer & Storage, extension—McKeesport 
and Connellsville. Joint board 65. Served March 7. Certifi- 
cate proposed, subject to conditions limiting the service to that 
which is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, rail service of the 
Pittsburgh & Lake Erie, and providing that applicant not 
serve any point not a station on a line of the railroad. General 
commodities, in coordinated motor-rail service, between speci- 
fied points in Pa. Hearing on request. Thirty days for ex- 
ceptions. 

4 Massachusetts (Springfield)—-MC 1940, Sub. 6, Trailways 
of New England, Inc., extension—Fitchburg-Ayer, Mass. Joint 
poard 231. Served March 7. Certificate proposed. Passengers 
and their baggage, and mail, express, and newspapers in the 
same vehicle with passengers between Fitchburg and Ayer, 
Mass. 

Ohio (Cleveland)—-MC 1502, Sub. 43. Pennsylvania Grey- 
hound Lines, Inc., extension—Bordnerville, Pa. Joint board 65. 
Served March 7. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, and express, mail, and newspapers, in the same vehicle 
with passengers, between Harpers Tavern and Fredericksburg, 
Pa. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Wisconsin (Menomonie)—MC 96459, Edward Haase, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 96. Served March 9. 
Permit proposed. Soap, soap products, and vegetable oil short- 
ening, with or without premiums or advertising matter, in pool 
car distribution service, Menomonie to points in Dunn and 
Pepin counties, Wis., and returned or rejected shipments in 
the opposite direction. 

Wisconsin (Cameron)—MC 96445, George Bellows and 
Vern Bellows, common carrier application. Joint board 96. 
Served March 9. Certificate proposed. Emigrant movables, 
having a previous rail movement to Cameron, from Cameron 
to points in Wis., within 60 miles of Cameron, and soap, soap 
products, and vegetable oil shortening, with or without pre- 
miums or advertising matter, from interstate railroad pool 
cars spotted at Cameron, Wis., to points in Wis., within 60 
miles of Cameron, including Cameron, and returned or re- 
jected shipments from points in Wis., within 60 miles of 
Cameron, to Cameron. 

Missouri (Edina)—-MC 96444, Albert Prebe and Freddie 
Prebe, common carrier application. Joint board 135. Served 
March 9. Certificate proposed. Live stock, Edina, Mo., to Na- 
tional Stock Yards, Ill., prepared roofing and composition shin- 
gles, East St. Louis to Edina; and feed and fertilizer, National 
Stock Yards to Edina. 


Utah (Garden City)—-MC 96429, Milford Loveland, common 
carrier application. Joint board 173. Served March 9. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Specified commodities, from and to points in 
Utah, Ida., and Wyo. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Wisconsin (Trempealeau)—-MC 96422, Alex Walski, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 142. Served March 9. 
Certificate recommended. Specified commodities, from, to, and 
between points in Minn., and Wis. 

Wisconsin (Galesville)—-MC 96413, Art Zenke, common 
carrier application. Joint board 142. Served March 9. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Specified commodities, between points in Minn., 
and Wis. 

New York (New York)—MC 96167, Tudor Moving & Stor- 
age Co., Inc., common carrier application. Examiner Samuel 
M. Badian. Served March 9. Certificate proposed. Household 
goods, between points in Nassau county and New York, N. Y., 
on the one hand, and points in N. J., N. Y., Conn., Pa., and 
Baltimore, Md., and Washington, D. C., on the other. 

Montana (Bozeman)—MC 96085, Sub. 1, John W. Sharp 
and George A. Sharp, dba Boseman & Machinery Works, ex- 
tension—Ores. Joint board 82. Served March 9. Denial of 
certificate proposed. Chrome, ores, talc, and talc ores, in bulk 
or In packages, refined or unrefined, between points in Mont. 
Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Minnesota (Lakefield)—-MC 94904, Sub. 2, Herb Malchow, 
extension—N. D., S. D., Neb., and Ill. Examiner L. W. Cun- 
ningham. Served March 9. Certificate proposed. Specified 
commodities, between points in Minn., Ia., S. D., Ill., N. D., 
and Neb. 

Massachusetts (Medford)—-MC 88615, Sub. 1, Charles C. 
Spatola, extension—Lowell, Mass. Joint board 135. Served 
March 9. Permit proposed. Specified commodities, Lowell to 
points in Conn., and R. I., with return of rejected or refused 
shipments, 

lowa (Waterloo)—MC 87909, Sub. 2, William Weighley, 
dba Weighley Transfer Co., extension—Minnesota. Joint board 
145. Served March 9. Certificate recommended. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, within an area embracing Minne- 
epolis-St. Paul, Minn., and West St. Paul, North St. Paul, 
polumbia Heights, Robbinsdale, St. Louis Park, Hopkins, 
ee Richfield, McCarron’s Lake, Fort Snelling, State Fair 

rounds, Fridley, Northern Pump Company’s plant near Frid- 
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ley, New Brighton, and the Twin Cities ordnance plant, Minn., 
as an extension of applicant’s presently authorized operations. 

Minnesota (St. Paul)—MC 76266, Sub. 17, Merchants 
Motor Freight, Inc., Lake Elmo extension. Joint board 145. 
Served March 9. Denial of certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, between St. Paul and Lake Elmo, Minn. 

California (Los Angeles)—MC 75812, Sub. 13, Lang Trans- 
portation Corporation, extension—Woods Cross. Examiner F. 
Roy Linn. Served March 9. Certificate recommended. Casing- 
head gasoline, Ten Section Field (located near Bakersfield, 
Calif.), and Signal Hill, Calif., to Woods Cross, Utah, with 
return of any shipments rejected or refused by the consignee. 
Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Connecticut (Norwalk)—-MC 75543, Sub. 1, John E. Val- 
lerie, Albert E. Vallerie, and Stanley E. Dabrowski, dba Val- 
lerie’s Transportation Service, extension—general commodities. 
Joint board 227. Served March 9. Dismissal of application for 
a certificate proposed at request of applicants. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Bridgeport, and New Haven, 
Conn., serving specified intermediate and off-route points. 

Minnesota (South St. Paul)—-MC 70830, Sub. 1, John F. 
Noble, extension—points in Illinois, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, 
embracing MC 102387, Sarne, common carrier application. Joint 
board 141. Served March 9. Permit proposed. Specified com- 
modities, for certain classes of shippers, South St. Paul, Minn., 
to points in Ill., and between points in Minn., Wis., and IIl. 

Montana (Missoula)—-MC 103214, Robert Leslie Ellis, ex- 
tension—Idaho. Joint board 83. Served March 10. Denial 
of application for a certificate proposed for want of prosecu- 
tion. General commodities between points in Mont. and Ida. 
Twenty-five days for exceptions. 


Wyoming (Urie)—MC 103201, Eugene Brown, dba Gene 
Brown Heavy Hauling, common carrier application. Joint 
board 85. Served March 10. Certificate recommended. Build- 
ing materials, oilfield equipment and supplies, and machinery, 
between rail heads in Uinta county, Wyo., on the one hand, 
and points in Uinta county, on the other. 

Louisiana (Monroe)—MC 103179, Dave Wade, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 35. Served March 10. Permit 
proposed. Various commodities for a certain class of shipper, 
Monroe to points in Ark., within 40 miles of the Ark.-La. state 


line. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 
District of Columbia (Washington)—-MC 103169, Pauline 
Bonney, common carrier application. Examiner Henry A. 


Cockrum. Served March 10. Denial proposed. Passengers, 
in a sightseeing five-passenger limousine tour service, Wash- 
ington to Annapolis and Frederick, Md., Wilmington, Del., Mt. 
Vernon, Williamsburg, and Skyline Drive, Va., and Philadel- 
phia, Pa., and return. 


New Jersey (Perth Amboy)—MC 103125, Walter Szelc, 
common carrier application. Examiner M. J. Crane. Served 
March 10. Certificate proposed. Household goods between 
Perth Amboy and New York, N. Y. 


Kansas (Stafford)—MC 102932, L. E. Whitlock, common 
carrier application. Examiner Ralph Pierce. Served March 
10. Certificate proposed. Machinery, materials, supplies and 
equipment incidental to or used in the construction, develop- 
ment, operation and maintenance of facilities for the discovery, 
development and production of petroleum between points in 
Kan., Okla., Neb. and Wyo. 

New Mexico (Deming)—-MC 102926, Charles Schoepf, Jr., 
common carrier application. Joint board 87. Served March 
10. Permit proposed on finding operation to be that of a con- 
tract carrier. Ores and ore concentrates between Deming and 
Carne, N. M., on the one hand, and the Luna Manganese Com- 
pany’s mining property (approximately 13 miles southeast of 
Deming) in Luna county, N. M., on the other. Twenty-five 
days for exceptions. 

Wyoming (Lander)—MC 102912, L. H. Ott, dba Ott Truck- 
ing, common carrier application. Joint board 197. Served 
March 10. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General 
commodities between points in Wyo. 

New York (Bath)—MC 102839, William L. Platt, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner E. J. Murphy. Served 
March 10. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage 
in round-trip charter operations beginning and ending at Bath, 
N. Y., and extending to Washington, D. C., Annapolis, Md., 
and Mt. Vernon, Va. 

Arkansas (Cove)—MC 102639, Guy Hill, extension—Polk 
county. Examiner F. R. Benny. Served March 10. Certificate 
proposed on condition that applicant seek revocation of out- 
standing permits issued to him as a contract carrier. Lumber, 
in truckload lots, points in Polk county, Ark., to points in Tex., 
Okla. and Mo. The examiner said the Commission should find 
the holding by applicant of permits for authority to operate 
as a contract carrier and a certificate for authority to operate 
as a common carrier of lumber from points in Polk county 
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to points in Mo. and Okla., not consistent with the public in- 
terest and the national transportation policy. 

New Jersey (Union City)—-MC 100696, Liberty Moving & 
Storage Co., contract carrier application. Joint board 67. 
Served March 10. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. 
Such products as are usually sold by and necessary for the 
construction and conduct of retail chain super food markets, 
including household utensils and appliances sold by such mar- 
kets, between Philadelphia, Pa., and points in N. J. 

Virginia (Griffinburg)—-MC 96464, Robert H. Covington, 
common carrier application. Examiner Henry A. Cockrum. 
Served March 10. Certificate proposed. Horses (other than 
ordinary live stock) and equipment and paraphernalia _ in- 
cidental to the care, transportation and exhibition of such 
horses between Atlanta, Ga., and points in Conn., Del., Ky., 
Md., Mass., lower peninsula of Mich., N. H., N. J., N. Y., N. C., 
O., Pa., R. 1, S. C., Va., W. Va., and D. C. 

North Carolina (Asheville)—-MC 96435, S. B. Walters, 
contract carrier application. Joint board 103. Served March 
10. Certificate proposed. Soap, soap products, and lard sub- 
een, Asheville to points in N. C., within 125 miles of Ashe- 
ville. 

Maryland (Baltimore)—-MC 96397, Potomac River Trans- 
portation Line, Inc., common carrier application. Joint board 
108. Served March 10. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Walnut Point and Kilmar- 
nock, Va., on the one hand, and points located on Virginia 
highway 33, between and including Saluda and West Point, 
Va., and points located in Northumberland, Middlesex, Lan- 
caster, Richmond, Westmoreland, Essex, King George, Glou- 
cester, and Mathews county, Va., on the other. According to 
the report, applicant has, since 1932, operated a boat line trans- 
porting shipments of various commodities by water between 
Baltimore, on the one hand, and Walnut Point and Kilmarnock, 
on the other. The motor operations have been coordinated 
with applicant’s boat operations. The record indicated, the 
report said, that the boat line could not be successfully operated 
if authority to continue the motor carrier operation were 
denied, or that other existing facilities would be adequate to 
meet the needs of shippers. Applicant did not file an applica- 
tion covering the motor operation until after February 12, 1936, 
said the joint board, adding that the failure seasonably to file 
was occasioned by a lack of knowledge and not by a willful 
desire to violate or evade the provisions of the act. In such 
circumstances, it said, the unauthorized operations did not con- 
stitute an absolute bar to the granting of the application. 

Iinois (Chicago)—MC 96348, Robert L. Wickline, dba 
Wickline Cartage, common carrier application. Joint board 21. 
Served March 10. Denial proposed, on finding no authority 
required. General commodities, with exceptions, between points 
in the Chicago commercial zone. 

New York (Harpersfield)--MC 95948, Sub. 1, Harlow J. 
McQueer, extension. Examiner R. E. Brady. Served March 10. 
Denial of certificate proposed. Specified commodities between 
designated counties in N. Y., on the one hand, and points in 
Conn., Mass., N. J., and N. Y., on the other. 

Indiana (Indianapolis)—-MC 95174, Sub. 2, Niman Transfer 
& Storage Co., extension—special commodities. Examiner 
Reece Harrison. Served March 10. Certificate proposed. 
Specified commodities between points in Ind., on the one hand, 
and points in O. Ky., and IIl., on the other. 

New Hampshire (Exeter)—-MC 91742, Sub. 2, William J. 
Marshall, Jr., common carrier application. Joint board 114. 
Served March 10. Certificate recommended. Passengers, be- 
tween Exeter and the U. S. Navy Yard at Kittery, Me. 


Wisconsin (La Crosse)—MC 80430, Sub. 17, Gateway City 
Transfer Co., Inc., extension. Joint board 145. Served March 
10. Certificate proposed, on further proceedings. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between Minneapolis and St. 
Paul, Minn., on the one hand, and the site of the Twin City 
ordnance plant in Mounds View township, Ramsey county, 
Minn., on the other. Hearing on request. Thirty days for 
exceptions. 

California (San Francisco)—-MC 78786, Sub. 63, Pacific 
Motor Trucking Co., extension—Lerdo Airport, Calif. Examiner 
William J. Cave. Served March 10. On further proceedings, 
certificate proposed subject to conditions limiting the service 
to that which is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, rail service 
of the Southern Pacific Co., or the Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe, and providing that all contractual arrangements between 
applicant and the railroads be reported to the Commission. 
General commodities, in coordinated motor-rail service, between 
Bakersfield and Lerdo Airport, Calif. Hearing on request. 
Thirty days for exceptions. 

Wisconsin (Milwaukee)-—-MC 76993, Sub. 3, Express Freight 
Lines, Inc., extension—Ford Willow Run plant. Joint board 76. 
Served March 10. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Detroit, Mich., and junction of Michi- 
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gan highway 17 and U. S. highway 112, over Michigan high- 
way 17, serving the Ford Willow Run plant about 4 miles east 
of Ypsilanti, Mich., and between the junctions of U. S. high- 
way 112 and unnumbered county roads and between the junc- 
tions of Michigan highway 17 and unnumbered county roads, 
over said unnumbered county roads and any entrance to the 
plant, and return over the same route. 

California (Los Angeles)—-MC 70662, Sub. 7, Cantlay & 
Tanzola, Inc., extension— Utah. Examiner F. Roy Linn. 
Served March 10. Certificate proposed. Petroleum and petro- 
leum products, in bulk, in tank trucks, not including asphalt 
and heavy oils requiring special heated equipment, Gardena, 
Calif., and points within 5 miles thereof, to Salt Lake City and 
Wood Cross, Utah, and points within 25 miles thereof, with 
return of shipments rejected or refused by the consignee, 
Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Indiana (Evansville) —MC 69876, Sub. 5, Walter Pelz 
Transfer, Inc., extension—special commodities. Examiner 
Reece Harrison. Served March 10. Denial of permit proposed, 
Specified commodities between specified points in Tenn., Ia, 
Mo., Ky., Ill., Ind., O., and Mich. 

Utah (Salt Lake City)—-MC 69062, Sub. 2, Overland Mov- 
ing Co., extension—household goods. Examiner R. J. Olentine. 
Served March 10. Certificate proposed. Household goods 
over irregular routes between points in Calif., Colo., Ida., Mont., 
Nev., Utah., and Wyo., traversing U. S. highway 91 in Ariz,, 
for operating convenience. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Connecticut (Danbury)—MC 66651, Sub. 1, Bertha C. Sha- 
boo, dba George F. Shaboo Trucking Co., extension—house- 
hold goods. Examiner E. J. Murphy. Served March 10. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Household goods between Danbury and 
points in Conn., within 10 miles of Danbury, on the one hand, 
and points in Mass., N. H., Me., R. L., and Vt., on the other. 

Minnesota (St. Paul)—-MC 63905, Sub. 1, Steve Bonello, 
dba Century Motor Freight, extension—Twin Cities area. Joint 
board 145. Served March 10. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, within a specified area in Minn. 

North Carolina (Charlotte)—-MC 61599, Sub. 31, Queen 
City Coach Co., extension—Elizabethtown. Joint board 2. 
Served March 10. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, and mail, express, and newspapers in the same ve- 
hicle with passengers between points in N. C. and S. C. 

Arkansas (Jonesboro)—-MC 52593, Sub. 1, Jas. Taylor and 
Clyde Taylor, dba Taylor Transport, extension—East St. Louis, 
lll. Joint board 243. Served March 10. Certificate proposed. 
General commodities, with exceptions, to and from East St. 
Louis, Ill., as an intermediate point on applicant’s presently 
authorized regular routes, and live stock between points within 
8 miles of Jonesboro, on the one hand, and Paragould, Ark., 
East St. Louis, Ill., and St. Louis, Mo., on the other. Hearing 
on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 


Pennsylvania (Fleetville)—-MC 50238, Sub. 1, Glenn Stod- 
dard and William Tarr—extension. Examiner Walter W. 
Bryan. Served March 10. Permit recommended. Coal, mines 
in Luzerne, Carbon, Northumberland, Columbia and Schuylkill 
counties, Pa., to New York, N. Y. (Borough of Manhattan). 

Pennsylvania (Harrisburg)—-MC 54853, Sub. 2, B. J. Gar- 
finkel, dba Beverage Transportation Co., extension—New York. 
Examiner Wallace L. Schubert. Served March 10. Denial of 
certificate proposed. Malt and brewed beverages and empty 
containers, between points in Pa., on the one hand, and points 
in Md., N. Y., Del., N. J., Mich., Va., W. Va., O. and D. C,, 
on the other. According to the report, applicant had been 
rendering the transportation for which authority was sought 
under a lease arrangement between it and the Kramer Motor 
Service & Storage, of York, Pa. Under this lease arrange- 
ment applicant has been performing under his own name that 
part of the transportation which is in Pa., and has been per- 
forming under the name of Kramer any shipments moving 
out of Pa., says the report. That the entire operation is ap- 
plicant’s is evident, and the use of the lease appears to be 
merely a subterfuge, says the report. It seems, therefore, it 
adds, that applicant has attempted to circumvent the act and 
to avoid regulation. 


New York (Coxsackie)—-MC 47495, Sub. 1, Mountain View 
Coach Lines, Inc., extension. Examiner Herbert P. Haley. 
Served March 10. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, and express and newspapers in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Kingston and Newburgh, N. Y. 

Missouri (St. Louis)—-MC 44609, Sub. 9, Missouri Pacific 
Railroad Co. (Guy A. Thompson, trustee), extension of OP- 
erations—Illinois-Missouri. Joint board 135. Served March 
10. Certificate proposed subject to conditions limiting the 
service to that which is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, ap- 
plicant’s rail service, and providing that applicant shall no 
serve any point not a station on its rail line. General com: 
modities, between Cairo, Ill., and Charleston, Mo. 
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Kansas (Eureka)—MC 44678, Sub. 1, Edward W. Lynes, 
extension—household goods. Joint board 180. Served March 
10. Denial of application for a certificate proposed. House- 
hold goods between Eureka and Kansas points within a radius 
of 50 miles thereof, on the one hand, and points in Mo. and 
Okla., on the other. 

Ohio (Toledo)—MC 43436, Sub. 1, Toledo Merchants De- 
livery Co., extension of operations. Examiner G. P. Werner. 
Served March 10. Certificate proposed. Household goods be- 
tween points in Conn., Ia., Md., Mass., Minn., R. I., Va., Wis., 
p. C. and Kansas City, Kan. 

Texas (Caddo)—-MC 42598, R. J. Carey, common carrier 
application. Joint board 77. Served March 10. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. Specified commodities between 
points within a 150-mile radius of Caddo, including Caddo, on 
the one hand, and points in Tex., on the other. 

Minnesota (Marshall)—MC 36994, Sub. 4, Lloyd W. Arch- 
bold, dba Speedway Transit, extension—Minnesota. Joint 
board 145. Served March 10. Denial of certificate proposed. 
General commodities, with exceptions, Marshall to points in 
Minn., and poultry, eggs, cream, butter and butterfat, points 
in Minn., to Marshall. 

illinois (Chicago)—-MC 33083, Sub. 1, B. & R. Forward- 
ing Co., Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 72. Served 
March 10. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between points in Ind. 

New Jersey (Dunellen)—MC 29552, Sub. 1, Fred Thomas, 
extension—N. J. Joint board 119. Served March 10. Permit 
proposed. Specified commodities from and to specified points 
in N. J. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

indiana (South Bend)—MC 24139, Herbert R. Perkins, 
common carrier application. Examiner R. E. Brady. Served 
March 10. Certificate proposed. Continuance of operation, 
specified commodities, from or to specified points or counties 
in Il. and Ind. ‘ 

jowa (Marshalltown)—MC 21170, Sub. 10, Bos Freight 
Lines, Inc., extension—intermediate points. Joint board 201. 
Served March 10. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities 
from and to specified points in Ia., Minn., and Mo. 

Oklahoma (Oklahoma City)—MC 19564, Sub. 8, L. C. 
Jones, extension. Examiner F. R. Benny. Served March 10. 
Certificate proposed. Heavy machinery between points in Mo., 
Okla., and Tex., from points in Ill., to points in Okla. and Tex., 
and from points in Ill, Mo., Okla., and Tex., to points in Ark., 
Colo, Kan. and N. M., and pipe from Memphis, Tenn., to 
points in Ark., Kan., Okla. and Tex. 

South Carolina (Spartanburg)—-MC 17820, Sub. 8, Hamish 
Turner, dba Carolina Stages, extension. Joint board 103. 
Served March 10. Denial of certificate proposed. Passengers 
and their baggage, express, mail and newspapers between 
points in N. C. 


Indiana (Evansville)—MC 15430, Sub. 3, R. L. Jeffries 
Trucking Co., Inc., extension. Examiner Reece Harrison. 
Served March 10. Certificate proposed. Oil field machinery, 
material, supplies and equipment between points in Ind., Ill. 
and Ky., on the one hand, and points in Ala., Ark., Fla., Ga., 
Ta., Kan., La., Mich., Miss., Mo., Neb., O., Okla., Tenn., Tex., 
W. Va., and Wis., on the other. 


Kansas (Hutchinson)—-MC 14706, Sub. 1, C. W. Kelley, 
extension—Texas. Examiner Ralph Pierce. Served March 10. 
Certificate proposed. Oil, gasoline and grease in bulk and in 
containers, points in Potter and Randall counties, Tex., to 
points in Kan. 


Connecticut (Hartford)—-MC 9268, Sub. 1, Albert Fill- 
more, dba Filmore Transportation, extension—scrap material. 
Joint board 305. Served March 10. Denial of certificate pro- 
posed. Scrap metal, scrap rags, and scrap paper, Hartford, 
Conn., and points within 10 miles thereof, to New York, N. Y., 
and points in N. J., and scrap rubber, and scrap and waste 
materials containing rubber of value for reclamation of rubber 
content only, New York, N. Y., and points in N. J., to Naugau- 
tuck, Conn. 

Ohio (Cleveland)—-MC 8902, Western Express Co., common 
carrier application. Examiner Allan F. Borroughs. Served 
March 10. -Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, Syracuse, N. Y., to Rome and Oswego, N. Y., and 
Specified commodities in the reverse direction from Rome, 
Oswego, Arrowhead and Fulton, N. Y., to Syracuse. 

Connecticut (West Haven)—MC 5696, Sub. 2, George J. 
Bassetti and Arthur Lawson, dba Bassetti & Lawson, exten- 
sion—lumber. Joint board 227. Served March 10. Permit 
Proposed. Lumber, New Haven, Conn., to points in Conn. 

_ Kansas (Independence)—MC 5020, Sub. 1, Royle Truck 
Ines, extension—building materials. Joint board 36. Served 
March 10. Denial of certificate proposed. Building materials 
and oil, in containers, Kansas City, Mo., to Independence, Kan. 
North Dakota (Lidgerwood)—MC 2759, Sub. 1, Ernest E. 
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Schneider, dba Schneider’s Truck Line, extension—Twin Cities 
area. Joint board 145. Served March 10. Certificate pro- 
posed. General commodities, with exceptions, in a specified 
area in Minn., embracing the Twin Cities. 

illinois (Chicago)—MC 2180, Sub. 27, Burlington Trans- 
portation Co., extension—Nebraska highway 2. Joint board 
93. Served March 10. Certificate proposed. Passengers and 
their baggage, and express, mail and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, between Lincoln, Neb., and junction 
of Nebraska highway 2 and U. S. highway 34 east of Seward, 
Neb., over Nebraska highway 2. Hearing on request. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 

Washington (Seattle)—-MC 339, Sub. 1, Lincoln Movers, 
Ine., extension—California-Oregon territory. Joint board 5. 
Served March 10. Certificate proposed. Household goods be- 
tween points in Wash., on the one hand, and points in Ore. 
and Calif. on the other. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Maryland (Baltimore)—-MC 15737, Atlantic Coast Freight 
Lines, Inc., common carrier application. Examiner C. H. Luce. 
Served March 10. On further hearing, certificate proposed. 
Continuance of operations, general commodities, with excep- 
tions, between specified points in Md., Va., N. Y., Pa., Del., 
N. J. and D. C. 

Minnesota (Isle)—MC 103376, Elmer Anderson, contract 
carrier application. Joint board 248. Served March 11. Per- 
mit proposed. Logs from Itasca and Koochiching counties, 
Minn., through port of entry at International Falls, Minn., to 
U. S.-Canada boundary, with no transportation for compensa- 
tion on return, over irregular routes. Thirty days for ex- 
ceptions. 

Ontario, Canada (Dearlock)—-MC 103366, Paul William 
Croswell, common carrier application. Joint board 248. Served 
March 11. Certificate proposed. Pulpwood from U. S.-Canada 
boundary through International Falls port of entry to Inter- 
national Falls, Minn., over irregular routes, with no transpor- 
tation for compensation on return. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Minnesota (Holyoke)—-MC 103327, Louis McCuskey, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 145. Served March 11. 
Permit proposed. Forest products from and to points in Cook, 
Carlton, St. Louis, Pine and Lake counties, Minn., over ir- 
regular routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Minnesota (Grand Marais)—-MC 103326, Howard A. Massie, 
contract carrier application. Joint board 145. Served March 
11. Permit proposed. Forest products from and to points in 
Cook, Lake and St. Louis counties, Minn., over irregular routes. 
Thirty days for exceptions. 

Maryland (Rockville)—-MC 103265, George H. Goetting, 
common carrier application. Joint board 120. Served March 
11. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, express, news- 
papers and mail over regular routes between Sandy Springs, 
Md., and Washington, D. C., with service at all intermediate 
points beyond Washington commercial zone. Thirty days for 
exceptions. 

Missouri (Kennett)—MC 103202, A. L. Hogan, contract 
carrier application. Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. Served 
March 11. Denial proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Kennett, Mo., on the one hand, and Mem- 
phis, Tenn., and St. Louis, Mo., on the other, over regular 
routes. The examiner said applicant had been engaged in 
transporting live stock and agricultural commodities from Ken- 
nett and vicinity to Memphis and St. Louis, such common 
carrier service having been exempt from Commission authority 
requirements; that applicant now proposed to provide himself 
with a return movement from Memphis and St. Louis to Ken- 
nett; that this would remove the outbound movement of live 
stock, etc., from the exemption provision of the act, and that 
applicant neither sought nor desired common carrier authority 
for the return movement of general freight, although it was 
— he proposed to conduct such service for the general 
public. 


Missouri (St. Louis)—MC 102991, Louis Mack, common 
carrier application. Joint board 179. Served March 11. Cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, in 
— and delivery service at St. Louis, over irregular 
routes. 

Nebraska (Paxton)—-MC 102961, Frank Woodrow and Earl 
Houk, dba Western Transport Service, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner W. R. Frizzell. Served March 11. De- 
nial proposed. Petroleum oil and its products (1) from refin- 
ing and distributing points in Kansas to specified points in 
Nebraska, (2) from refining and distributing points in Ne- 
braska to Douglas, Wyo., and (3) from refining and distribut- 
ing points in Wyoming to specified Nebraska points and Jules- 
burg, Colo., over irregular routes. The examiner said appli- 
cants desired that their status be changed from that of a 
contract carrier to that of a common carrier, since certain 
shippers, now under contract with applicants, preferred a 
common carrier service but desired applicants’ service in that 
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capacity. These shippers had been at no disadvantage, how- 
ever, by reason of their contracts with applicants, he said. He 
added that the record contained no evidence that extension of 
applicants’ present operation as a contract carrier would be 
consistent with the public interest and the national policy. 

Virginia (Norfolk)—-MC 102697, R. B. Hugo, Jr., contract 
carrier application. Examiner Robert A. Joyner. Served 
March 11. Permit proposed. Packinghouse products from 
Norfolk and Newport News, Va., to points within 20 miles of 
Norfolk, and from Newport News to Norfolk over irregular 
routes, with return of rejected shipments. 

Missouri (St. Louis)—-MC 96472, J. P. Keane, dba J. P. 
Keane Express, common carrier application. Joint board 179. 
Served March 11. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, in performance of collection and delivery serv- 
ice at St. Louis. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Nebraska (Henry)—MC 94837, Roy Knox, common carrier 
application. Examiner W. R. Frizzell. Served March 11. On 
further hearing, certificate proposed. Coal, cement, lumber, 
posts, live stock, fresh fruits and vegetables, and turkeys, live 
or dressed, in specified areas in Neb., S. D., Wyo., and Colo., 
over irregular routes. 

Ohio (Fostoria)—-MC 94754, Frank Kelley, Sr., dba Frank 
Kelley Explosive Co., contract carrier application. Joint board 
308. Served March 11. On further proceedings, amendment 
of permit issued in 20 M. C. C. 349 proposed, so as to authorize 
transportation of explosives and blasting supplies from Covert, 
Pa., to points in specified counties in Indiana and Ohio, over 
irregular routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Washington (Port Townsend)—MC 88688, Sub. No. 2, L. A. 
Tooker, dba Tooker’s Motor Freight, common carrier extension. 
Joint board 80. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities between Seattle and Port Ludlow, Wash., 
over specified route. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Connecticut (Waterbury)—-MC 88000, Sub. No. 1, Isadore 
Dibner, contract carrier extension. Examiner William J. Cave. 
Served March 11. On further proceedings, permit proposed. 
Women’s and children’s dress materials other than those cut 
to pattern, accessories used in their manufacture, and hangers 
from New York City to Waterbury; dress materials cut to 
pattern, from New York City to Waterbury, and women’s and 
children’s dresses from Waterbury to New York City, over 
specified routes, serving Bridgeport, Conn., as intermediate point 
on shipments originating at or destined to New York. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 


Pennsylvania (Milton)—-MC 81353, Martin M. Derr, con- 
tract carrier application, embracing Sub. No. 4, Same, contract 
carrier extension. Examiner A. S. Parker. Served March 11. 
On further hearing, applicant’s operation in transporting milk 
and milk products proposed to be found that of common car- 
rier. In MC 81353, certificate proposed for continuance of 
operation as to milk and milk products between specified 
parts of N. Y. and Pa. and as to milk from specified points in 
Pa., to New York City, and permit proposed for continuance of 
operation as to malt beverages and advertising matter from 
Shamokin, Pa., to Binghamton and New York, N. Y., and New 
Haven, Conn., and as to empty containers in the reverse direc- 
tion. In Sub. No. 4, permit proposed as to malt beverages and 
advertising matter from Shamokin to Middletown, Conn., Hor- 
nell, Ithaca and Elmira, N. Y., and Annapolis and Fort Meade, 
Md., and as to empty containers in reverse direction. Dual 
operation as common and contract carrier proposed to be found 
consistent with public interest and national transportation 
policy. 

California (San Francisco)—MC 78786, Sub. No. 81, Pacific 
Motor Trucking Co., common carrier extension. Examiner 
Henry Cockrum. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, in coordinated motor-rail 
service, between Marysville, Calif., and Wheatland, Calif., over 
regular route, with service to and from intermediate points of 
Ostrom, Calif., and Marysville army cantonment, subject to 
conditions, including one that the service by applicant be limited 
to service auxiliary or supplemental of rail service of the 
Southern Pacific. Thirty days for exceptions. 


Washington (Spokane)—-MC 75318, Sub. No. 2, The Cater 
Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., common carrier extension. Joint 
board 80. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities between Spokane, Wash., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, the site of the U. S. army air corps maintenance and 
supply depot at Galena, Wash., over irregular routes. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 

Alabama (Birmingham)—-MC 70560, Sub. No. 5, North- 
Alabama Motor Express, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint 
board 100. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between Huntsville, Ala., and site 
of chemical manufacturing plant and arsenal near Huntsville, 
over specified route. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Minnesota (St. Cloud)—MC 66788, Sub. No. 4, Raymond 
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Bros. Motor Transportation, Inc., common carrier extension. 
Joint board 145. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. Gen. 
eral commodities, with exceptions, between Minneapolis ang 
St. Paul, Minn., on the one hand, and, on the other, the site of 
Twin City ordnance plant in Ramsey county, Minn., over irreg- 
ular routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Nebraska (Hastings)—-MC 65058, Sub. No. 1, Borley Stor. 
age & Transfer Co., Inc., common carrier extension. Joint 
board 44. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. Household 
goods between points in specified Nebraska area, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Wyoming, over irregular 
routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Louisiana (New Orleans)—-MC 59910, Sub. No. 6, Texas & 
New Orleans Railroad Co., common carrier extension. Joint 
board 164. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. Genera 
commodities, moving in express service, between Bunkie and 
Washington, La., over regular route, serving intermediate 
points of Dubuisson and Eola, La., and off-route points of Gold 
Dust and Beggs, La., subject to conditions, including one that 
applicant’s service be limited to service auxiliary or supple- 
mental of its rail service. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Louisiana (Alexandria)—-MC 57757, Sub. No. 1, James M. 
Ellington, common carrier application. Examiner A. J. Sul- 
livan. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. Household 
goods between points in Ark., La., Miss., and Tex., over irregular 
routes. 

Pennsylvania (Sayre)—-MC 57157, Sub. No. 1, Waverly, 
Sayre & Athens Transportation Co., common carrier application. 
Examiner W. W. Bryan. Served March 11. Certificate pro- 
posed. Passengers and baggage between Athens, Pa., and Wa- 
verly, N. Y., over regular routes, serving South Waverly and 
Sayre, Pa., as intermediate points. 

South Dakota (Sioux Falls)—-MC 52960, Sub. No. 7, Harry 
E. Reynolds and Norman Nold, dba Tri-State Transportation 
Co., common carrier extension. Joint board 145. Served 
March 11. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, the Twin City ordnance plant in 
Ramsey county, Minn., over irregular routes. Thirty days for 
exceptions. 

Nebraska (Omaha)—MC 45174, Edwin A. Bowles, dba 
Overland Transport Co., common carrier application, embrac- 
ing MC 29472, Sub. No. 7, C. J. Hargleroad, dba Hargleroad 
Transport Service, Hastings, Neb., common carrier application, 
and MC 50002, Sub. No. 1, Edwin A. Bowles, dba Overland 
Transport Co., common carrier extension. Examiner Harold 
L. Seaman. Served March 11. Certificate proposed in MC 
29472, Sub. No. 7, to Hargleroad Transport Service as suc- 
cessor in interest to Edwin A. Bowles, for continuance of op- 
eration as to liquid petroleum products, in bulk, in tank trucks, 
from and to specified points in Kan. and Ia., over irregular 
routes. Certificate proposed, also, in MC 50002, Sub. No. 1, 
as to liquid petroleum products, in bulk, in tank trucks from 
all refining and distributing points in Kan. to specified points 
in Ia., over irregular routes. The report noted that the orig- 
inal application in this proceeding was filed by H. O. Knudsen 
of Carroll, Ia., dba Knudson Oil & Gas, in MC 45174, and 
that the application was assigned No. MC 50002, Sub. No. 2, 
after substitution of Edwin A. Bowles as applicant, approved 
in MC FC-936. 

New Jersey (New Brunswick)—MC 38918, Terminal 
Transfer, Iric., common carrier application. Examiner Her- 
bert P. Haley. Served March 11. Certificate proposed, for 
continuance of operation as to general commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between points in Passaic, Bergen, Morris, Union, 
Hudson, Essex, Middlesex, Somerset and Monmouth counties, 
N. J., and between points in those counties, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Richmond, Bronx, New York, Kings, 
Queens and Nassau counties, N. Y. 

Michigan (Grand Rapids)—MC 35628, Sub. No. 18, Inter- 
state Motor Freight System, common carrier extension. Joint 
board 76. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between Saginaw, Mich., and 
junction of Michigan Highways 13 and 78, over Michigan High- 
way 13, serving no intermediate points. Thirty days for 
exceptions. 

Kansas (Wichita)—-MC 30600, Sub. No. 19, The Santa Fe 
Trail Transportation Co., dba Santa Fe Trailways, common 
carrier extension. Examiner A. J. Ormond. Served March 11. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, express, newspapers 
and mail between Lerdo, Calif., and army training camp near 
Lerdo, over specified route. Thirty days for exceptions. 

New Jersey (Keyport)—MC 29682, Sub. No. 2, Coastal 
Cities Coach Co., common carrier extension. Joint board 119. 
Served March 11. Certificate proposed. Passengers and bag- 
gage between South Amboy, N. J., and junction U. S. High- 
way 1 and New Jersey Highway 35, over the latter, with n0 
service at intermediate points, in conjunction with service 
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performed over applicant’s routes presently authorized in MC 
99682 and Sub. No. 1. 

iNlineis (Chicago)—-MC 29130, Sub. No. 21, The Rock Island 
Motor Transit Co., common carrier extension. Joint board 52. 
Served March 11. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, between Hutchinson and Arlington, Kan., 
over specified route, serving all intermediate points, subject 
to conditions, including one that applicant’s service be limited 
to service auxiliary or supplemental of rail service of the Chi- 
cago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co. Thirty days for 
exceptions. 

New York (Staten Island)—MC 20966, E. J. Meurer Truck- 
ing Co., Inc., common carrier application. Examiner U. E. 
Conlon. Served March 11. Denial, for want of prosecution, 
proposed. Beer, diving equipment and machinery, and fire- 
works, between points in N. Y., N. J., Pa., Md., Del., Conn., 
Mass., R. L, N. H., Vt., O. and D. C., over irregular routes. 

Florida (Jacksonville)—-MC 19190, Sub. No. 8, Flamingo 
Truck Lines, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 205. 
Served March 11. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Baldwin and Live Oak, Fla., via 
Lake City, Fla., over U. S. Highway 90, with no service to 
intermediate points. 

Virginia (Arlington)—MC 18133, Sub. No. 8, Arlington & 
Fairfax Motor Transportation Co., common carrier exten- 
sion. Joint board 12. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. 
Passengers, baggage, express, mail and newspapers over speci- 
fied route, between intersection of Glebe Road and North Hen- 
derson Road, Arlington, Va., on the one hand, and Arlington 
Forest Community, Arlington, Va., on the other, with service 
at all intermediate points. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Virginia (Tappahannock)—-MC 5224, Sub. No. 1, Roland 
Matthew Taylor, common carrier extension. Examiner Robert 
A. Joyner. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. Specified 
commodities from Bound Brook and Jersey City, N. J., and 
Philadelphia and Reading, Pa., to points in Essex, Richmond, 
Lancaster, Northumberland and Westmoreland counties, Va., 
and lumber from King and Queen, King William, Middlesex 
and Essex counties, Va., except Tappahannock, to Baltimore, 
Md., over irregular routes, traversing Delaware and District 
of Columbia, when necessary. 

Texas (Houston)—MC 2226, Sub. No. 32, Red Arrow 
Freight Lines, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 77. 
Served March 11. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, serving Brayton flying field near Cuero, 
Tex., as off-route point in connection with applicant’s regular 
route operations. Thirty days for exceptions. 

INinois (Chicago)—MC 2181, Sub. No. 12, Burlington 
Transportation Co., common carrier extension. Joint board 93. 
Served March 11. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions (1) between junction of U. S. Highway 6 and 
unnumbered highway and Saronville, Neb.; (2) between junc- 
tion of U. S. Highway 6 and unnumbered highway and Juniata, 
Neb., and (3) between junction U. S. highway 6 and unnum- 
bered highway and Kenesaw, Neb., over unnumbered highway 
in each instance. 


Ohio (Cleveland)—-MC 1502, Sub. No. 47, Pennsylvania 
Greyhound Lines, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 
21. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. Passengers, bag- 
gage, express, newspapers and mail between Chicago, IIl., and 
Valparaiso, Ind., over specified alternate routes, with service 
at intermediate point of Dyer, Ind. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Ohio (Cleveland)—-MC 1502, Sub. No. 46, Pennsylvania 
Greyhound Lines, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 
72. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. Passengers, bag- 
gage, express, mail and newspapers between Indianapolis, Ind., 
and junction of U. S. Highway 31 with Indiana Highway 431, 
over U. S. Highway 31, with no service at intermediate points. 
Thirty days for exceptions. 

Ohio (Cleveland)—MC 1502, Sub. No. 45, Pennsylvania 
Greyhound Lines, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 
117. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. Passengers, bag- 
gage, express, mail and newspapers between Sunbury and Mt. 
Gilead, O., over Ohio Highway 61, with no service at inter- 
mediate points. Thirty days for exceptions. 

New Jersey (Keyport)—MC 1002, Sub. No. 2, Asbury Park- 
New York Transit Corporation, common carrier extension. 
Joint board 119. Served March 11. Certificate proposed. 
Passengers and baggage between South Amboy, N. J., and 
junction U. S. Highway 1 and New Jersey Highway 35, over 
the latter route, with no service at intermediate points, in 
Conjunction with service performed over applicant’s routes 
Presently authorized in MC 1002 and Sub. No. 1. 

_ Kentucky (Elsmere)—MC 503, Sub. No. 4, The Dixie Trac- 
tion Co., common carrier extension. Joint board 37. Served 
March 11. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage and 
newspapers between Cold Spring and Alexandria, Ky., over 
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U. S. Highway 27, with service at intermediate points. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 

Ontario, Canada (North Branch)—MC 103394, Harold 
Jewett, common carrier application. Joint board 248. Served 
March 12. Certificate proposed. Pulpwood from U. S.-Canada 
boundary through International Falls port of entry to Interna- 
tional Falls, Minn., over irregular routes, with no transporta- 
tion for compensation on return. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Minnesota (Trosky)—-MC 103184, George Rickerman, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 147. Served March 12. 
Certificate proposed. Live stock and live stock and poultry feeds 
between Trosky and points in Minn., within 15 miles thereof, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, Sioux City, Ia., and Sioux 
Falls, S. D., and emigrant movables between Trosky and Minn. 
points within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Ia. and S. D. within 150 miles of Trosky, over 
irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (Paoli)—MC 103182, Dominic J. Sarmento, 
contract carrier application. Examiner B. E. Williams. Served 
March 12. Denial, for want of prosecution, proposed. Paper, 
in rolls, for building purposes for national defense, from 
Gloucester, N. J., to Baltimore, Md., over specified routes. 

South Dakota (Clear Lake)—-MC 103140, Fred Wiswall, 
common carrier application. Joint board 26. Served March 12. 
Certificate proposed. Live stock, live stock and poultry feeds, 
agricultural commodities and farm machinery and implements 
between points in Deuel county, S. D., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Canby, Dawson and Montevideo, Minn., over regular 
routes. 

lowa (Red Oak)—MC 103063, Thornton E. Johnson, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 138. Served March 12. 
Denial proposed. Specified commodities from Omaha, Neb., to 
Red Oak, Ia., over specified route. 

IlMinois (Bellmont)—MC 103056, Z. H. Evans and Joe B. 
Keepes, common carrier application. Joint board 160. Served 
March 12. Certificate proposed. Live stock from Bellmont 
and points within 10 miles thereof, on the one hand, to Indi- 
anapolis and Evansville, Ind., on the other, over specified 
routes; agricultural implements from St. Louis, Mo., to Bell- 
mont, and coal from mines within 5 miles of Princeton, Ind., to 
Bellmont, over specified routes. 

lowa (Ida Grove)—-MC 103001, Theron Yorty and Eldon 
D. Yorty, dba Yorty Bros., common carrier application. Joint 
board 138. Served March 12. Denial, for want of prosecution, 
proposed. Hay, grain, live stock and emigrant movables be- 
tween Ida Grove and points within 20 miles thereof, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Nebraska, over irregular 
routes. 

Massachusetts (Winchendon)—MC 102766, Ernest P. 
Coderre, common carrier application. Examiner L. B. Dunn. 
Served March 12. Certificate proposed. Lumber and saw-mill 
machinery and supplies between Quincy, Winchendon, Fitch- 
burg and Chicopee, Mass., on the one hand, and points in N. H., 
Vt., R. I., and Conn., on the other, over irregular routes. 

Kansas (Parsons)—-MC 102711, Sub. No. 1, C. E. Haw- 
thorne, common carrier extension. Joint board 52. Served 
March 12. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage and news- 
papers between Parsons, Kan., and Chetopa, Kan., over U. S. 
Highway 59, and between junction of U. S. Highway 59 and 
unnumbered county highway and the U. S. shell loading plant 
near Parsons, over specified route, serving all intermediate 
points. 

Utah (Price)—-MC 102409, Sub. No. 2, Max Fausett, dba 
Fausett Truck Line, common carrier extension. Joint board 
259. Served March 12. Certificate proposed. Coal, in quan- 
tities of not less than 15,000 pounds, from mines in Carbon 
and Emery counties, Utah, to points in Butte, Custer and Lemhi 
counties, Ida., where both origin and destination are not on 
a railroad, and with no service from Deer Creek mine in 
Emery county, Utah; and lumber, shingles and forest products, 
in quantities of not less than 15,000 pounds, from points in Butte, 
Custer and Lemhi counties, Ida., to points in Salt Lake and 
Carbon counties, Utah, over irregular routes. 


Louisiana (New Orleans)—MC 95732, Fabacher Drayage 
Co., common carrier application. Joint board 164. Served 
March 12. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions (1) in the performance of collection and delivery 
service at New Orleans, and (2) in performance of radial serv- 
ice between New Orleans, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points within seven miles of the municipal limits of New Or- 
leans, over irregular routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 

South Dakota (Geddes)—-MC 95664, Sub. No. 1, Albert 
Funke, common carrier application. Joint board 148. Served 
March 12. Denial, for want of prosecution, proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, between Geddes and points in S. D. within 
30 miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in specified part of Iowa, over irregular routes. 

Wisconsin (Marinette)—-MC 93359, Stang Dray Line, con- 
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tract carrier application. Joint board 95. Served March 12. 
Certificate proposed, on finding that applicant’s operations are 
those of common carrier. General commodities, with excep- 
tions, between Marinette, Wis., and Menominee, Mich., over 
irregular routes. 

Illinois (Chicago)—-MC 83243, Sub. No. 1, Morgan Stor- 
age & Van Co., common carrier extension. Examiner Samuel 
C. Shoup. Served March 12. Denial proposed. Household 
goods between points in Ill., Mich., Ind., O., Mo., Ia., Minn. 
and Wis., and between points in those states, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Ky., W. Va., Pa. N. Y., N. J., 
Del., Mass., Conn., Md., R. I, N. C., S. C., Ga., Fla. Ala., 
Minn., La., Va., Neb., Kan., Tenn. and D. C., over irregular 
routes. 

Indiana (Terre Haute)—MC 73262, Sub. No. 1, Merchants 
Parcel Delivery Co., Inc., common carrier extension. Examiner 
Reece Harrison. Served March 12. Certificate proposed. 
Specified commodities from Terre Haute to Weirton, Wheeling, 
Huntington, Parkersburg, W. Va., Ashland, Ky., and points 
in specified area in Pa., over irregular routes, with no trans- 
portation for compensation on return. 

New Jersey (Hillside)—-MC 63901, Charles Theodore Falk, 
dba Tri-City Coal & Oil Co., common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer R. J. Burns. Served March 12. Certificate proposed. 
Continuance of operation, coal, in truckload lots, from points 
in Luzerne, Lackawanna and Schuylkill counties, Pa., to points 
in Essex and Union counties, N. J., except Irvington, N. J., 
over irregular routes. 


New York (Buffalo)—-MC 59189, Sub. No. 1, Burton J. 
Manley, common carrier extension. Examiner E. J. Murphy. 
Served March 12. Denial proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Buffalo, N. Y., and Lewis Run, Pa., 
over specified routes, with service to and from all interme- 
diate points and off-route points of Tonawanda, South Day- 
ton, Cuba and Portville, N. Y. 


IMinois (Chicago)—MC 55227, Sub. No. 1, S. T. Vinicky, 
common carrier extension. Examiner Samuel C. Shoup. Served 
March 12. Denial proposed. Household goods, pianos, office 
furniture, museum pieces and works of art between Chicago, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points in Tenn., Ga., Ala., Fla., 
La., Miss. and Ia., over irregular routes. 


Pennsylvania (West Chester)—MC 49144, Sub. No. 1, Philip 
J. West, contract carrier extension. Examiner B. E. Williams. 
Served March 12. Permit proposed. Skis, wagon and auto- 
mobile wheels, mattress and upholstery springs from West 
Chester to points in Pa., Conn., R. I., Mass., N. Y. and D. C., 
and rejected or damaged shipments on return, over irregular 
routes. 


Pennsylvania (Upper Darby)—MC 42050, Sub. No. 2, Pio- 
neer Transportation Service, Inc., contract carrier extension. 
Examiner B. E. Williams. Served March 12. Permit proposed. 
Paper from Bellows Falls, Vt., to Philadelphia, Pa., and wax 
paper from Bellows Falls to Baltimore, Md., and Washington, 
D. C., and rejected or damaged shipments on return, over ir- 
regular routes. 


Oklahoma (Oklahoma City)—-MC 40085, Sub. No. 6, Ben- 
jamin Cain, common carrier extension. Joint board 52. Served 
March 12. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, to and from points within 8 miles of Wichita, Kan., 
as intermediate and off-route points to applicant’s regular route 
operation. Thirty days for exceptions. 


Massachusetts (Palmer)—-MC 32500, Sub. No. 1, John 
Bradlenski, common carrier extension. Examiner L. B. Dunn. 
Served March 12. Denial proposed. Passengers and baggage, 
in charter operation only, between Palmer and points in Mass. 
within 17 miles thereof, except four specified points, on the one 
hand, and points in all the states and the District of Columbia, 
on the other, over irregular routes. 


Kansas (Wichita)—-MC 30604, Sub. No. 3, Santa Fe Trail 
Transportation Co., common carrier extension. Joint board 
149. Served March 12. Certificate proposed. Passengers, bag- 
gage, express, mail and n€wspapers between junction U. S. 
Highway 66 and alternate U. S. 66 (about 14 miles north of 
Joliet, I1l.), and junction U. S. Highway 66 and alternate U. S. 
66 (about one mile south of Gardner, Ill.), with no service to 
intermediate points. 


New York (Rochester)—MC 25562, Sub. No. 5, A. R. 
Gundry, Inc., common carrier extension. Examiner E. J. 
Murphy.* Served March 12. Certificate proposed. Liquid pe- 
troleum products in bulk, in tank trucks, from points in speci- 
fied counties in Pa. and N. Y. to points in specified counties 
in Pa. and N. Y., with no transportation for compensation on 
return except as otherwise authorized. 

Missouri (Kansas City)—-MC 19114, Sub. No. 9, M. K. & 
C. Truck Lines, common carrier extension. Joint board 52. 
Served March 12. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, to and from points within 5 miles of mu- 
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nicipal limits of Wichita, Kan., as intermediate and off-route 
points on applicant’s present operations. Thirty days for ex. 
ceptions. 

Ohio (Lakewood)—-MC 19010, The Harry E. Harvey Move; 
Inc., common carrier application. Examiner Emil W. Kertty, 
Served March 12. Denial proposed, under grandfather clause. 
Household goods between points in 12 states and D. C., ove, 
irregular routes. The examiner observed that applicant had 
performed no transportation, except for one movement jp 
1935, for a period of almost three years prior to April 6, 1937 
and that since that time its operations in most of the states 
here involved had been irregular. 

Illinois (Streator)—-MC 6894, Sub. No. 1, Melvin Trucking 
Co., common carrier extension. Examiner Samuel C. Shoup, 
Served March 12. Certificate proposed. Dump truck bodies 
and hydraulic hoists and parts thereof, and snow plows and 
parts thereof, from Streator, Ill., to specified points in Ind, 
Neb., Mo., Minn., Wis. and O., and glass containers, glass con. 
tainer caps and boxes used by glass manufacturing plants 
between specified points in Ill., to specified points in Wis, 
Mo., Ia., Kan., Neb. and Ia., and cullet on return movements 
from such destination points to Streator and Alton, IIl., and 
Gas City, Ind., and glass continers and glass container caps 
from Muncie, Ind., to specified points in Wis. and Mo., points 
in Ia., and Kansas City, Kan., and Omaha, Neb., and from 
Hillsboro, Ill., to points in Ill. and Ia., in certain parts of Wis, 
and Mo., and to Kansas City, Kan., and Omaha, over irregular 
routes. 

Massachusetts (Springfield)—-MC 1940, Sub. No. 5, Trail- 
ways of New England, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint 
board 227. Served March 12. Certificate proposed. Passengers, 
baggage, express, mail and newspapers between Windsor and 
Suffield over specified route, serving Bradley Field as inter. 
mediate point. 

Oklahoma (Chickasha)—-MC 1939, Sub. No. 4, W. L. Wel- 
ler, common carrier extension. Joint board 88. Served March 
12. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with excep- 
tions, serving W & B Flying School about 3 miles north of 
Chickasha adjacent to U. S. highway 81, as off-route points 
in connection with applicant’s present operation. 

California (San Francisco)—-MC 1511, Sub. No. 45, Pacific 
Greyhound Lines, common carrier extension. Joint board 7%. 
Served March 12. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, 
express, mail and newspapers between Sears Point, Calif., on 
the one hand, and Flosden, Mare Island and Vallejo, Calif., on 
the other, over specified routes, with service at all intermediate 
points. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Virginia (Richmond)—-MC 1508, Sub. No. 5, Richmond 
Greyhound Lines, common carrier extension. Joint board 108. 
Served March 12. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, 
express, mail and newspapers between Owens, Va., and junc- 
tion Virginia highway 614 and U. S. highway 301, over a reg: 
ular route, with service at all intermediate points. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 

Missouri (Kansas City)—-MC 200, Sub. No. 32, Riss & Co, 
Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 52. Served 
March 12. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, to and from points within 5 miles of Wichita, Kan, 
as off-route points in connection with applicant’s present reg- 
ular route operation. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Oklahoma (Muskogee)—-MC 103206, Bayron Skinner, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 217. Served March 12 
Permit proposed. Milk, cream, cheese, and ice cream mix, 
from Muskogee, Okla., to Fayetteville, Ark., over U. S. high 
way 62, and empty milk, cream, cheese and ice cream mix 
containers on return to Muskogee, serving intermediate points 
of Lincoln and Prairie Grove, Ark. Thirty days for exceptions. 


INTERCHANGEABLE BILLS OF LADING 

Broadening the scope of the proceeding so as to include 
motor carriers, the Commission, on petition of the National 
Industrial Traffic League, has reopened No. 4844, Domestic 
Bill of Lading and Live Stock contract, for formal hearing 
looking to revision of the existing domestic bill, now usable 
only on the railroads, so that it may be used, interchangeably 
to cover shipments either by railroad or by truck. 

The League filed its petition April 30, 1941. At the sug 
gestion of Commissioner Porter it conducted negotiations with 
the interested parties with a view to having them agree 
changes necessary to make the existing domestic bill usable 
interchangeably. They were not successful, hence the order: 

The proceeding is reopened for further hearing at tum 
and places hereafter to be announced, only in respect of su 
changes in the domestic bill used by carriers subject to pat! 
I as may be necessary to make “reasonable and otherwise law: 
ful the terms, conditions and form of such bill of lading {0 
common use by common carriers subject to parts I and IL. 

All common carriers by motor vehicle are made addition® 
parties respondent to the proceeding. 
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March 14, 1942 


Freight Rate Increases 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The Office of Price Administration, in a preliminary move 
in connection with the appearance of its representatives before 
the railroad readjustment committee at New York, March a3, 
asked the Commission to take action the effect of which would 
be to prevent application for the time being of the Ex Parte 
148 increases on cement, copper ores and concentrates, iron 
and steel scrap, lead ores and concentrates, lumber and lum- 
ber products, non-ferrous scrap, petroleum and petroleum prod- 
ucts, pig iron, rubber scrap and crude sulphur (see Traffic 
World, March 7, p. 647). 


In a petition signed by John H. Eisenhart, Jr., the O. P. A. 
asked the Commission to postpone the effective date of its order 
in Ex Parte 148 to April 15 and to suspend or order cancelled 
tariffs filed by the railroads carrying the authorized increases 
on the commodities named, effective March 18. Mr. Eisenhart 
said the objective was to hold up the increases on the commodi- 
ties pending the outcome of the O. P. A.’s representations before 
the railroad readjustment committee. By extending the effec- 
tive date of the Commission’s order to April 15, he pointed 
out, the Commission would be delaying until that date the 
authority to apply the increases authorized in Ex Parte 148 
as to the commodities listed. The O. P. A. petition, in part, 
follows: 


Comes now petitioner, the Office of Price Administration, and re- 
spectfully petitions the Commission to modify its report and order herein 
by postponing to April 15, 1942, the effective date of the report and 
order herein insofar as it permits petitioning carriers, hereinafter called 
carriers, to increase by six per cent their rates upon the following com- 
modities: cement, natural and Portland; copper ores and concentrates; 
iron and steel scrap, not copper clad; lead ores and concentrates; lum- 
ber and lumber products as from the saw or planing mill, including logs, 
piling, poles, spars and ties, but not including finished products; non- 
ferrous scrap, viz.: copper and lead, including scrap battery plates; pe- 
troleum and petroleum products, viz.: crude petroleum, gasoline, liquie- 
fied petroleum gases, tractor distillates, and similar distillate type 
motor fuel other than gasoline, kerosene, including range oil or stove 
oil, distillate burning, heating or fuel oils, diesel fuel oils, residual 
burning or heating fuel oils, lubricating oils, including motor, aviation 
and stock oils, and paving and cut-back asphalt and asphalt emulsions, 
road oils, roofing asphalt, and roofing flux; pig iron; rubber scrap; and 
crude sulphur; and in support thereof shows: 

(1) The duties and functions of petitioner as defined by the emer- 
gency price control act of 1942, enacted subsequent to the hearing herein, 
are substantially as stated by counsel at the hearing. Prior to the hear- 
ing, conferences were held between petitioner and carrier representatives 
at which petitioner agreed not to delay the general relief sought by the 
carriers by opposition thereto at the hearing. Carriers agreed to set up 
special machinery for the consideration of the exemption of certain com- 
modities upon which petitioner should determine that the increase per- 
mitted to carriers would adversely affect price stabilization. Pursuant 
thereto, petitioner took no position and presented no evidence with re- 
spect to the reasonableness of the general increase sought by the car- 
riers, expecting to confine its request for maintenance of the present 
rates to those commodities upon which price stabilization would be so 
affected, and to proceed primarily before the carriers’ committee of 
traffic executives. 

(2) That the policies of the Congress relative to price stabilization 
must be considered as a factor in determining transportation rates is 
recognized by the carriers in the opening statement of counsel: 

“The carriers further recognize that perhaps for the first time in 
connection with a proposed general increase submitted to the Commis- 
sion, other factors of great weight are present. I refer to price fixing 
and the need for increased production in certain directions to conform to 
the policy of the nation in prosecuting its own war efforts and in giv- 
Ing aid to its allies.’’ 


The commodities named hereinabove are vital to the national de- 

fense and petitioner has determined, after investigation, that the present 
price structure thereon cannot absorb the rate increases allowed, neces- 
sitating upward price revisions. 
_ (3) The special committee referred to in the report of the Commis- 
sion is composed of twenty-one traffic executives, and is designated the 
joint traffic committee—Ex Parte 148. This committee is vested with 
power to act upon proposals for exempting any commodity in whole or 
M part from the increase allowed by the report and order, as well as 
Proposals for interritorial readjustments. The value of this committee, 
Properly administered, is recognized by the Commission in the follow- 
Ing language: 

We are assured that the action of this committee will be prompt, 
and will be along lines intended to facilitate the even flow of commerce 
and preserve the industries of each section in fair competition, as far as 
May be possible consistent with the spirit of our findings. It is fair to 
Say that upon this record many of the protestants have stated that they 
are skeptical of the results of the formation of this committee. Never- 
theless, the utility of such a committee to which those interested may 
have Opportunity to resort informally is clear, if the functioning of the 
Committee shall be prompt and along broad lines.” 

; Favoring, over the ordinary cumbersome procedure before carrier 
tate bureaus, the expedited procedure promised before the committee, 
petitioner desires to cooperate in affording it every opportunity to func- 
tion as expected. 

(4) Under ordinary circumstances, the general increases permitted 
could be allowed to become effective without serious harm, leaving ad- 
uustments on particular commodities to be negotiated and effected sub- 
Sequently. In so far as the effect of this method of procedure upon the 
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price control which is the duty of petitioner is concerned, however, or- 
dinary circumstances do not obtain. Increases upon the commodities 
hereinabove described must not be permitted to become effective even 
for a short while, pending negotiations with the committee. The price 
structure on these commodities is extremely sensitive. Price ceilings 
have been established upon most of them and price stabilization action 
has been taken on all of them. An increase of six per cent in transpor- 
tation costs via carriers on these commodities would necessitate imme- 
diate upward revision of these ceilings. Aside from the tremendous ad- 
ministrative burden of such a revision, it would be extremely difficult, 
if not impossible, to regain the ground lost and effect a downward re- 
vision corresponding to a subsequent exemption of the commodities 
wholly or partially from the increase permitted. 

(5) Under these conditions two courses are open to petitioner: (1) 
to seek postponement of the effective date of the report and order pend- 
ing negotiations before the committee; or (2) to directly petition the 
Commission for a modification of its report and order to eliminate from 
the permissive increase the commodities hereinbefore named, for exten- 
sion of the effective date pending determination of the petition on the 
merits, and for suspension of any tariffs, naming increases on these 
commodities. Two factors prompted the choice of the former course. 
The first has been stated in paragraph 2 above. The second is the fol- 
lowing statement of the commission: 

“‘The Commission will give any possible aid to the informal adjust- 
ment of any matters arising hereunder, if its aid is deemed helpful.”’ 

Petitioner welcomes the aid of the Commission in any negotiations 
between it and the committee in such manner and to such extent as the 
Commission and the committee shall desire. 

(6) Petitioner is informed that tariffs effectuating the increases per- 
mitted were filed March 6, 1942, effective March 18, 1942. Since the com- 
mittee cannot convene prior to March 13, 1942, it is not reasonable to 
expect it to take final action upon petitioner’s requests sufficiently prior 
to March 18 to permit petitioner, with respect to any commodity on 
which agreement cannot be reached between petitioner and the commit- 
tee, to proceed before the Commission for modification of its report and 
order and to request suspension of fhe increase pending action upon the 
request for modification. Postponement of the effective date of the re- 
port and order is essential, in view of the price reaction stated in para- 
graph 4, to preserve petitioner’s right to proceed before the Commis- 
sion for modification, pending conclusion of its negotiations with the 
carriers. Petitioner has advised carriers of its intent to file this petition, 
and of the contents thereof in general. 

(7) This petition is filed as promptly after the decision herein as 
petitioner could determine the commodities affected as indicated above. 
If postponement be granted as prayed herein, petitioner further re- 
spectfully requests the Commission to give practical effect to its order 
of postponement, either by suspending tariffs filed pursuant to its report 
and order herein in so far as they name increases on the commodities 
specified herein, or by requiring carriers to file cancellation supple- 
ments for the same commodities. Petitioner desires to avoid all possi- 
ble inconvenience to the Commission and to carriers and believes such 
can be minimized in view of the short form of tariffs which carriers are 
authorized to file. 


Mr. Eisenhart and other representatives of the O. P. A. in 
connection with their appearance before the railroad readjust- 
ment committee were prepared to submit a case, as to the 
commodities listed in the petition, against any increases being 
put into effect. Their appeal for preservation of the existing 
rates on those commodities, it was stated, rested on the effort 
of O. P. A. to prevent inflation. 

The railroad committee was advised that Leon Henderson, 
O. P. A. administrator, reserved the right to ask the Commission 
for entire reconsideration of its decision in Ex Parte 148 
within the next three or six months, if he decided such action 
was warranted by conditions that might develop. 

The point also was made that the earnings of the rail- 
roads thus far this year have been showing substantial in- 
creases over corresponding periods of last year. 

The principal argument in the O. P. A., however, was 
with reference to the immediate price effect on the commodi- 
ties listed in the petition if the rates should be increased as 
authorized. 

Other commodities might be added to the list the O. P. A. 
wants exempted from increases, it was said. 

G. Lloyd Wilson, head of the O. P. A. transportation 
division, as well as head of Director Eastman’s rate division, 
was prepared to discuss Ex Parte 148 for Director Eastman. 
The O. D. T., it was said, was interested in the rates, particu- 
larly with reference to important materials needed for the war 
effort which formerly moved almost wholly by water and 
which must now move by land if they are to move. The rates 
on some of these commodities, it is contended, are so high that 
the commodities will not move. The rates have been “paper” 
rates largely, it is contended, and the railroads should make 
such revisions downward as to permit the traffic to move. 


Argument at New York 


__ Speaking for Price Administrator Henderson before the 
railroad readjustment committee in New York March 13, 
Dexter M. Keezer, assistant administrator in charge of the 
O. P. A. consumer division, gave reasons why the O. P. A. 
was asking suspension of the rates set forth in its petition to 
the Commission and revealed a purpose to seek a general 
reduction in freight rates if the railroads as a whole had a net 
operating income that would make the reduction feasible. 

“In this connection, we shall, if necessary,” said he, with 
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reference to the effort to obtain a general reduction in freight 
rates, “urge an exploration of the possibilities of financial pool- 
ing arrangements which would permit the averaging of the 
earnings of the strong and weak roads in determining the gen- 
eral necessity of war-time rate adjustments instead of having 
such adjustments influenced in controlling measure by the 
necessities of the less favored roads. Also, rather than have 
the necessities of these less favored roads made the occasion of 
inflationary rate increases, we shall ask that the possibilities of 
having these necessities met by direct subsidies from the 
United States treasury be explored along with all other devices 
which would avoid having these necessities translated into gen- 
eral rate increases. 

“In taking such a position, it should be emphasized that 
the railroads are not being singled out for special treatment. 
The position taken here with reference to railroad rates is, in 
principle, precisely the same as that taken recently by Mr. 
Henderson in dealing with wages and agricultural prices—a 
position that, in order to avoid the terror of inflation, we must 
avoid increases in any major segment of the price level.” 

Mr. Keezer said the O. P. A. was not at this juncture 
proposing that the rate increase authorized by the Commission 
in Ex Parte 148 be rescinded, but that it did ask suspension 
as to the rates set forth in its petition. 

The increases authorized by the Commission, said he, 
gravely increased the difficulties of the O. P. A. in preventing 
inflation. In making that statement, said he, no criticism of 
the action of the Commission was intended or implied. Viewed 
with reference to the normal framework of railroad rate-mak- 
ing and on the basis of the facts at the same time the decision 
was made, the decision as a whole was, so far as the O. P. A. 
knew, reasonable and proper, said he. 

“Nonetheless, this general freight rate increase constitutes 
an inflationary factor of formidable proportions,” said he. “It 
comes at a time when the price situation, which is little short 
of explosive, can easily multiply its inflationary effects. In 
the case of certain of the increased rates it introduces serious 
technical complications in the work of the Office of Price Ad- 
ministration, and it inflicts specially heavy burdens on certain 
key parts of the wartime economy.” 

Mr. Keezer said the increase authorized by the Commis- 
sion obviously constituted an important inflationary element 
because it provided for an increase in the price of transporta- 
tion, the product of one of the major industries of the country, 
without increasing the amount of transportation service pro- 
vided. That was the very essence of inflation, said he, adding 
that transportation costs were particularly strategic elements 
in the cost price structure, in the sense that an increase in 
these costs was reflected in an increase in the cost of production 
of practically every industrial or agricultural product. 

He made the argument that the increases in rates would 
increase the cost of production at all levels of production and 
marketing. He said the increase of cost was more or less 
inevitably pyramided through the price structure so that the 
total cost of finished products tended to be increased by much 
more than the actual increase in transportation cost. 

On the basis of 1941 traffic, said he, the rate increase was 
estimated to yield the railroads in 1942 about $203,000,000. The 
increase in cost to government and to the ultimate consumer 
might be expected to run two or three times that amount, he 
said. 

He said all forms of income payments were increasing at 
an accelerating rate. Both war and civilian spending were 
increasing rapidly. The excess of demand over supply was 
running to billions on billions of dollars and the pressure on 
prices was terrific. This was the situation that confronted 
those who were charged with responsibility for preventing 
inflation, said he. 

“In the face of this situation,” said he, “we ask you to 
consider the repercussions of this rate increase.” 


He then proceeded to outline the view that rate increases 
would increase prices, wage earners would demand increased 
wages, industry would demand higher prices, and the railroads 
would be hit by wage and material price increase demands. 
That was the inflationary spiral in operation, said he. No in- 
dustry, no important group of the community, could gain any- 
thing from that process, said he. 

“Unless the spiral is stopped it might lose us the war,” 
said he. “The time has come to stop this process.” 

In addition to being a generally inflationary factor, this 
general rate increase embodied specific rates that precipitated 
a host of special problems, he said. The authorized 6 per cent 
increase in the rate on scrap iron, if put into effect, said he, 
would completely disrupt the price schedule for scrap iron 
prepared and now being administered by O. P. A. 

“In spite of the deleterious effects of the freight rate in- 
crease which I have endeavored to indicate,” he said, “the 
Office of Price Administration did not oppose the railroads 
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when they sought the 10 per cent increase, which the present 
increase grants in part. It was recognized that, by virtue of 
the decision of the President’s Emergency Board, the wage 
bill of the railroads had been increased by a sum estimated 
at $311,711,000, with other increases aggregating, perhaps, 20 
million to be anticipated as a result of this decision. Also, it 
was recognized that the railroads were not in a financial posi- 
tion where they could properly be asked to absorb this in- 
creased wage bill and that, in the circumstances, it should be 
offset in considerable measure by rate adjustments. 

“More recent developments have suggested that the 
capacity of the railroads to absorb this increase was under- 
estimated. As you know, in January of this year, the Class | 
railroads had net revenues from railroad operations—that is, 
revenues before taxes and fixed charges—which were 21.7 per 
cent greater than they were during the same month a year 
ago. For the same month, railroad operating income—that is, 
income after taxes but before fixed charges—was up 11.2 over 
the preceding year. While official figures on net income after 
fixed charges are not yet available, we estimate that it may be 
up as much as 25 per cent. It seems to us very important to 
note that this favorable earnings record was made after the 
wage increase went into effect, but before the freight rate 
increase, now authorized or the passenger rate increases, which 
went into effect February 10. 

“In view of the dangerous inflationary situation which we 
believe must be controlled at all points, we shall naturally 
be greatly interested in the performance of the railroads in 
acquiring earnings during the remainder of the first quarter 
of this year. If the earnings indicate that the railroads can 
absorb the wage increase which fhis freight rate increase was 
designed to offset for the most part, we contemplate asking 
the Commission to revoke the rate increase as a whole. 

“To be sure, the average increase of 11.2 per cent in the 
net operating income of class I railways for January of this 
year, aS compared with January, 1941, is an average of a 
widely divergent earnings record for the roads in different 
sections of the country. As you know, the western roads, par- 
ticularly favored by war traffic, showed an increase of 72.3 per 
cent in January, 1942, net operating income, as opposed to 
those of the same month a year ago, while the roads of the 
eastern district and those of the Pocahontas region showed de- 
creases of 16.5 per cent and 20.1 per cent, respectively. 

“If such a spotty record in accumulating. net operating 
income is made in the months ahead, it will, no doubt, be 
argued that nothing can be done by way of general downward 
revision of freight rates without working dangerous financial 
hardship on the less favored roads. We do not propose, how- 
ever, to let such an argument discourage our efforts to secure 
a general reduction in freight rates if the railroads as a whole 
have a net operating income which would make the reduction 
feasible. 

“At a later date we intend to ask you to consider de- 
creases in certain rates on foods which we expect to demon- 
strate are excessively burdensome.” 

Every consideration had been given by O. P. A. to the 
financial needs of the railroads in making its decision not to 
oppose the general increase in freight rates, said he, and it now 
felt that the railroads, in turn, owed it to the public to give 
every consideration to special cases for relief presented by 
O. P. A. 


Freight Rate Increase Clean-Up 


All common carriers subject to the Commission’s jurisdic- 
tion, not petitioners or interveners in Ex Parte No. 148, In- 
creased Railway Rates, Fares and Charges, 1942, and, there- 
fore, not authorized to avail themselves of the authority there- 
in granted, late on March 6 had the benefits of the decision in 
that case conferred on them by the issuance, by the Com- 
mission, of special permissions to make similar increases, on 
ten days’ notice. 

By those orders the Commission set aside its tariff rules 
enabling the technically excluded carriers to follow the ex- 
ample of the carriers which had taken the technical steps. 

It was always the understanding that compliance with the 
rules would enable the carriers that had not joined the Class I 
railroads in their petition for a 10 per cent increase or had 
not made themselves parties to that petition by intervention, 
would confer on them the benefits granted by the decision in 
Ex Parte No. 148. The common carriers by motor vehicle, 
several days before the special permits were issued, had pre- 
pared the necessary master tariff and connecting link supple- 
ments making the increased rates effective March 18. 

In permissions No. M-29800; No. 7622; M-No. 29801; and 
No. 7621, the Commission authorized motor common carriers 
and water common carriers to increase their rates and charges 
for the transportation of property wholly by motor vehicle oF 
partly by motor vehicle and partly by water. : 

Permission No. 7643 authorizes water common carriers 
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to make the increases for the transportation of property wholly 
by water. ; 
"Motor carrier spokesmen indicated that they felt that in- 
creases larger than those authorized by the Commission in Ex 
Parte 148 would be necessary for the truck lines, and that there 
would be a movement to obtain further increases. 


Rate Increase Protest 


The Phoenix Iron Company, Phoenixville, Pa., Lukens 
Steel Company, Coatesville, Pa., Worth Steel Company, Clay- 
mont, Del.; and Central Iron and Steel Company, Harrisburg, 
Pa., March 11 asked the Commission to suspend increased rates 
authorized in Ex Parte 148 on pig iron, scrap iron and steel, 
and lime and limestone, dated to be effective March 18. This 
was the first formal action against those increases. The prot- 
estants are open hearth steel manufacturers. They assert that 
they can not absorb the increased cost resulting from higher 
rates on their basic materials, their prices being controlled by 
the Office of Price Administration. 


Pullman Inerease Granted 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The Commission, in Ex Parte No. 150, increased Pullman 
fares and charges, 1942, has authorized the Pullman Company 
to make a ten per cent increase in its rates, fares, and charges, 
effective on short notice and by means of a simplified form of 
tariff publication. The company, however, has not indicated 
when it would try to make the increase effective. 

Commissioner Mahaffie, concurring in part, said a portion, 
at most one-half, of the increase sought had been justified. 
Commenting on passes issued by the Pullman Company, repre- 
senting about three per cent of the total number of passengers, 
he suggested that, in value, they represented a much larger 
total because the holders of passes were not likely to utilize 
the cheaper services. As a result, he said, it might not be far 
wrong to assume that the entire ten per cent increase would 
be unnecessary “if the applicant collected its tariff charges 
for all and not merely a part of the service it furnishes.” 

Commissioner Patterson, concurring, said most of the em- 
ployes now traveling free would, no doubt, stay at home or 
utilize cheaper means of travel if passes were denied them. 
The revenue effect on the Pullman Company of the elimination 
of all free or reduced rate transportation, as estimated by 
Commissioner Mahaffie, he said, “is greatly exaggerated.” 


Cc. S. M. F. B. IRON AND STEEL 


The Central States Motor Freight Bureau will publish, 

effective on or about April 15, a re-issue of its tariff No. 280, 
I. C. C. 49, showing increased truck rates on manufactured 
iron and steel articles. The new tariff will eliminate most of 
the depressed rates in Central Territory that have been in 
effect for a number of years and will increase all those rates, 
with a few specific exceptions, to the full railroad scale con- 
tained in Jones’ tariff I. C. C. 3388. They will also reflect 
the 6 per cent Ex Parte 148 increase. 
_ _ The exceptions, where existing rates will be continued, 
include a relatively small number of movements covered by 
tariffs of individual truckers which will not be affected by the 
bureau publication. In addition, the new rates will be arbi- 
trarily higher than the rail rates for distances in excess of 
400 miles. 

_The action of the bureau comes on the recommendation 
of its standing rate committee after almost a year of consid- 
eration by that committee and the bureau’s board of direc- 
tors. A special committee, appointed by that board, instructed 
the standing rate committee to increase the rates “if and when 
Competitive conditions warranted.” ‘The matter was consid- 
ered on the rate committee’s docket No. 6888-Ex. That com- 
mittee, last July, decided to withhold action, “due to existing 
chaotic conditions.” An amended disposition, dated March 12, 
provides for the publication of the new tariff. 


PASSENGER FARE INCREASES 


Eleven trunk lines operating in New York have asked the 
ommission to institute a thirteenth section proceeding on 
account of the refusal of the New York state authorities to 
permit them to increase commutation fares and charges within 
New York to the level of fares authorized by the Commission 
In Ex Parte 148. The refusal of the New York authorities 
requires them, they declare to apply “the presently effective 
ares on such traffic,” resulting in preference for New York 
traffic and prejudice against interstate traffic. They ask for an 
order by the federal body authorizing them to bring the state 
commutation fares and charges up to the interstate level. As to 
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other intrastate fares the New York railroads were permitted to 
make corresponding increases to those allowed interstate. 

The Southern Pacific Co. (Pacific Lines) has asked the Com- 
mission for authority to depart from the general fare basis 
set forth in its order of February 28, 1936, in No. 26550, Pas- 
senger Fares and Surcharges, between Redding and Delta, 
Calif., over a relocated line, due to construction of Shasta Dam, 
by maintaining present fares between Redding and Delta as 
published in its local and joint (rail-motor) passenger tariff 
BE No. 4, I. C. C. No. 6081, MP I. C. C. No. 82, although the 
relocated line will result in mileage being shortened by 6.9 
miles. 

The company said that when Shasta Dam was completed, 
the present rail line would be under water and the relocated 
line, which was being built by the Department of the Interior, 
would be turned over to it in lieu of the old line. It said the 
new line was expected to be in operation for trial purposes ap- 
proximately on March 15, 1942, and it was anticipated that 
regular operation would begin approximately in July, 1942. 

Judge W. H. Holly, in the federal district court at Chicago 
March 11, issued a temporary injunction, on the petition of 
the Chicago and North Western Railway, preventing the IIli- 
nois Commerce Commission from interfering with increased 
prices for multiple-ride commutation tickets put in effect by 
the railroad March 8. He set March 20 as the date of hearing 
on a permanent injunction. The railroad contended that in- 
junction proceedings dating back to 1925, and action by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission since that time, clearly indi- 
cated jurisdiction over the multiple-fare rates to lie with the 
federal commission. The Illinois Central made similar in- 
creases, reflecting the 10 per cent passenger fare increase in 
Ex Parte 148, effective March 8, but was not a party to the 
injunction case. 

Mileage rates resulting from the commutation increases 
were still below the Illinois 2-cent maximum. As to other in- 
trastate passenger fares, the 10 per cent increase in which 
would raise them to 2.2 a mile, railroads operating in the state 
have petitioned the Illinois commission for permission to make 
the increases. Hearings on the petition were begun before the 
state commission at Chicago March 11 and were expected to 
continue for a week. 


MOTOR FINANCE CASES 


MC F-1768, Howard H. and Walter L. Hodgins, lease—Murphy 
Motor Freight Lines, Inc. Lease by Howard H. and Walter L. Hodgins, 
partners, doing business as W. A. Hodgins Transfer Co., of Winona, 
Minn., of certain operating rights of Murphy Motor Freight Lines, 
Inec., of St. Paul, Minn., approved and authorized, subject to condition. 

MC-F-1781 and MC-F-1782, Holland Motor Express, Inc.—Purchase 
—Phoenix Motor Freight, Inc., and Holland Motor Express, Inc.—Pur- 
chase—Root Transit, Inc. 

Petition for authority under section 210a (b) of Holland Motor Ex- 
press, Inc., of Holland, Mich., for temporary operation of motor-carrier 
rights and properties of Phoenix Motor Freight, Inc., of New Albany, 
Ind., and Root Transit, Inc., of Indianapolis, Ind., granted March 7, 
1942, provided, withjn 15 days from March 7, 1942, Holland Motor Ex- 
press, Inc., shall have (1) complied with sections 215 and 217 of the act 
and rules and regulations prescribed thereunder, (2) instituted oper- 
ations pursuant to the authority granted, and (3) confirmed, in writ- 
ing, to the Commission, immediately upon commencement of opera- 
tions, the date operations were commenced. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 13€51. Guy A. Thompson, trustee, Missouri Pacific 
asks authority to abandon that portion of the branch line extending 
from McGehee, Ark., to Arkansas City, Ark., as follows: From the 
end of the branch near the Mississippi River, thence westwardly 952 
feet to a point about 1,440 feet northeast of the passenger station of 
the Missouri Pacific at Arkansas City, in Desha county, Ark. Accord- 
ing to the application, no traffic moves to and from points or over the 
line sought to be abandoned, and there is no prospect of any traffic 
in the future. 

Finance No. 13652. Guy A. Thompson, trustee, Missouri Pacific, 
asks authority to abandon that portion of the branch extending ap- 
proximately 1.97 miles from a point near Bird’s Point, Mo., to a point 
east of the station known as Alfalfa Center, in Mississippi county, Mo., 
because of no traffic. 

Finance No. 13653. Lexington Terminal Railroad Co., lessor, and 
Atlantic Coast Line and Louisville & Nashville, lessees, ask authority 
to abandon by the former and abandon operation by the lessees of the 
line extending approximately 2.87 miles from Crawford to Lexington, 
in Oglethorpe county, Ga. According to the application, the line does 
not now, and will not in the future, perform any necessary transporta- 
tion service. 

Finance No. 13655. Southern Pacific Co. asks authority to abandon 
operations between Lucin, Utah, and Ogden, Utah, via Corinne Junction 
Utah, in part via Promontory Branch owned by Central Pacific Railway 
Co. and in part via line owned by Oregon Short Line Railroad Co.; and 
Central Pacific Railway Co. asks authority to abandon that portion of its 
Promontory Branch between Lucin and Corinne, Utah, approximately 
120.78 miles, comprising part of the route operated by Southern Pa- 
cific Co. between Lucin and Ogden, approximately 146.86 miles. The 
application says operations of the Southern Pacific Co. over the line in 
question cannot be conducted except at a large loss and that the aban- 
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donment proposed will enable the salvage of materials urgently needed 
at the present time. 

Finance No. 13656. Southern Pacific Railroad Co. and Southern Pa- 
cific Co., its lessee, ask authority to abandon the Smeltzer branch 
owned by the former and operated by the latter, between a point near 
Wintersburg and a point near Wiebling, approximately 1.09 miles, in 
Orange county, Calif. The application says this line no longer serves 
any transportation need. 

Finance No. 13657. Northwestern Pacific Railroad Co. asks author- 
ity to abandon its Manor Branch, from a point near Larkspur to a 
point near San Anselmo, approximately 3.1 miles, and from a point 
near Fairfax to a point near Manor, approximately 0.72 mile, all in 
Marin county, Calif. Those lines, says the application, are not required 
for the handling of traffic. 

Finance No, 13658. Southern Pacific Co. asks authority for issuance 
by the Pennsylvania Co., Trustee, of Southern Pacific Co. equipment 
trust certificates, series T, in the amount of $5,660,000, to be guaranteed 
by applicant as to principal and dividends, and to mature April 1, 1952, 
with dividends at rate of 24% per cent per annum, the proceeds to pro- 
vide in part for the purchase of 1,900 steel sheathed, wood lined box 
cars and 300 steel flat cars with wood flooring, of an estimated cost of 
$7,075,000. 

MC F-1800. C. A. B. Y. Transportation Co., Cleveland, O., asks 
authority to purchase, for $3,000, operating rights of John Stephen 
Murphy, Buffalo, N. Y., as a common carrier of general commodities 
between Buffalo and points in New York within 15 miles thereof. Ap- 
plicant says the proposed transaction will permit through service be- 
tween points in Ohio, on the one hand, and points within 15 miles of 
Buffalo without transfer of freight to connecting lines at Buffalo. 

MC F-1801. Commercial Carriers, Inc., Pontiac, Mich., asks author- 
ity to lease, for a period of three years or until the President declares 
that the existing national emergency has ended, and temporarily to op- 
erate, property and operating rights of Gate City Transport Co., Inc., 
Greensboro, N. C., as a common carrier of motor vehicles from Wayne 
county and part of Macomb county, Mich., to North Carolina and 
South Carolina, at a rental equal to 2 per cent of gross earnings of 
lessee but not less than $50 a month. The application says the lessor 
faces annihilation of its business because of cessation of automobile 
production, that the proposed lease will permit the preservation of les- 
sor’s authority during the present emergency period, and that lessee, 
through its broader operating authority and better financial condition, 
will be able to obtain traffic in transportation of government vehicles. 

MC F-1802. Dominic J. Valentine, dba Valentine’s Express Co., 
Mount Vernon, N, Y., asks authority to lease for a period of four years, 
and temporarily to operate, operating rights of William J. Kennedy, dba 
Kennedy’s Auto Express, New York, N. Y., as a common carrier of 
general commodities between New York City and specified points in 
New York and Connecticut, at a rental of $35 a month, under an agree- 
ment containing a provision for purchase of those rights by Valentine, 
for $1,700, to which lease payments will be credited, after termination 
of proceedings prosecuted by the United States Trucking Corporation 
in connection with Commission’s order in MC F-1587. 

MC F-1803. John Doudell, dba John Doudell Truck Co., San Jose, 
Calif., asks authority to purchase operating rights of John Philip Huls- 
man, dba J. P. Hulsman & Son, San Jose, as a common carrier of 
general commodities between points in Santa Clara County, Calif., 
and San Francisco Bay points, authorized in MC 73843. Applicant says 
that if transfer herein requested is authorized he will abandon his 
contract carrier operation, authorized in MC 77705, except as to service 
to and from Richmond, Calif., and will ask that said operating au- 
thority in MC 77705 be revoked except as to service to and from Rich- 
mond, 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


No. 28530, storage wool and mohair in mountain Pacific territory. 
Public Utilities Commission of the State of Idaho, Idaho Woolgrowers 
Association and Idaho Department of Agriculture ask Commission to 
amend its order, made under date of February 2, and to eliminate 
therefrom provisions No. 2, No. 3 and No, 4, and that Commission dis- 
miss its investigation and permit continuation of the tariff provisions of 
the carriers whereby it is permissible to store wool under certain con- 
ditions as named in provisions No. 2 and No. 3. Petitioners further 
ask Commission to act on this matter quickly, stating that inasmuch as 
wool shearing will start in the mountain Pacific territory at a date 
not far distant and unless such modification occurs that the method of 
assembling and shipping wool will be considerably handicapped. 

MC-F 1615, Powell Brothers Truck Lines, Inc., purchase, John B. 
Bryan. Byers Transportation Co., Inc., asks review by entire Com- 
mission, rehearing, reargument and reconsideration. 

Finance No. 13085, Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific, trustees 
et al. construction, etc. Protestant, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen 
joins in and adopts, as its own, the petition of protestant, Railway 
Labor Executives’ Association, for reargument, rehearing and recon- 
sideration by entire Commission. 

MC-F 1674, Andrew B. Crichton et al., dba Super Service Motor 
Freight Co., purchase, C. & H. Motor Express, Inc. Andrew B. Crich- 
ton et al., dba Super Service Motor Freight Co. and C. & H. Motor 
Express ask rehearing and extension of time for filing exceptions to 
proposed report of examiner. 

MC-F 1615, Powell Brothers Truck Lines, Inc., purchase, John B. 
Bryan. Anderson Motor Service Co., protestant, asks reopening and 
reconsideration by entire Commission and vacation of order of division 
4 decided February 12. 

MC-F 1170, Cranberry Corporation, control and merger, E T & WN 
C Motor Transportation Co.; purchase, W. S. Magill. Cranberry Cor- 
poration and E T & W N C Motor Transportation Co. ask Commission 
to extend time in which applicants may comply with certain portions of 
order of August 29, 1941. 

MC F-1636, Yellow Cab Transit Co., dba Yellow Transit Co., pur- 
chase, Kansas City-Illinois Express, Inc. Yellow Cab Transit Co. asks 
reconsideration of its application for authority to temporarily lease 
certain operating rights of Kansas City-Illinois Express, Inc. 
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Suspended Tariffs 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many sched- 
ules not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in 
The Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-1970, the Commission has suspended from 
March 10 until October 10 the operation of supplement No, 1 
to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 9 of Charles M. Knowles, doing 
business as Knowles Express, Watkins Glen, N. Y. The sus. 
pended schedules proposed to establish commodity rates, in 
cents a 100 pounds, of 35 cents, less than 20,000 pounds, and 
32 cents, 20,000 pounds and over, on a large list of articles 
under the heading of groceries, and 20 cents, minimum 10,000 
pounds, on sugar, from New York, N. Y., Zone 1, to Elmira, 
N. Y., in lieu of present rates on groceries, including sugar, 
of 53, 40 and 32 cents, less-truckload, minima 16,000 and 
23,000 pounds, respectively. 

In I. and S. 5111, the Commission has suspended from 
March 11 until October 11 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 57 to Agent W. S. Curlett’s tariff 
I. C. C. No. A-631. The suspended schedules propose to ip. 
crease the rates on scrap or waste paper, carloads, from New 
York, N. Y., Philadelphia, Pa., Baltimore, Md., and Washing. 
ton, D. C., to Hartsville, S. C. The following is illustrative, 
rates being in cents a 100 pounds: 


To Hartsville, S. C., from New York, N. Y., present rate 34, pro- 
posed rate 36; to Hartsville, S. C., from Washington, D. C., present 
rate 31, proposed rate 32. 


In I. and S. M-1969, the Commission has suspended from 
March 8 until October 8, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 1 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 3 of 
Oklahoma-Louisiana Motor Freight Co., Oklahoma City, Okla. 
The suspended schedules proposed to establish new or reduced 
rates on sugar, minimum 20,000 pounds, from New Orleans, 
La., and points grouped therewith, to many points in Oklahoma. 
To illustrate, it was proposed to reduce to 53 cents from 55 
cents a 100 pounds the rate to Oklahoma City, and to establish 
a new rate of 58 cents a 100 pounds to Clinton, Okla. 

In I. and S. 5112, the Commission has suspended from 
March 12 until October 12 the operation of schedules as pub- 
lished in supplement No. 2 to Illinois Terminal Railroad Com- 
pany’s tariff I. C. C. No. 27. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to increase the rate from 50 to 55 cents a 100 pounds on 
newspapers, in packages, transported in baggage cars between 
stations on the Illinois Terminal Railroad. 

In I. and S. M-1971, the Commission has suspended from 
March 12 until October 12, the operation in part of schedule 
MF-I. C. C. No. 2 of Lon E. Mitchell, Arthur A. Becker, and John 
F. Long, dba A. E. Adams Motor Service, lessee and operator 
of Harry W. Hall and Richard A. Hall, dba A. E. Adams Motor 
Service, St. Louis, Mo. The suspended schedules proposed to 
establish new and reduced contract carrier minimum charges 
on dairy products, animal or poultry feed, and food products, 
in lots varying from less-truckload to minimum 20,000 pounds, 
between Chicago, Ill., and certain points in Kansas and Mis- 
souri; also rules governing cargo insurance allowance and split 
delivery. The following illustrates the proposed minimum 
charges: 

FOOD PRODUCTS 

From Chicago, Ill., to Columbia, Mo., proposed rate, less-truckload, 
70; present rate, any quantity, 81; proposed rate, 5,000 pounds minimum, 
46; proposed rate, 10,000 pounds minimum, 41; proposed rate, 15,00 
pounds minimum, 36; proposed rate, 20,000 pounds minimum, 31. 


Cc. & N. W. ABANDONMENT 

The Commission, by Commissioner Porter, by order made 
public March 12 in Finance No. 13172, Chicago & North West- 
ern Railway Co. Trustee Abandonment, further postponed from 
March 12 to April 30 the effective date of the certificate per- 
mitting abandonment of the Hastings branch, between Linwood 
and Hastings, Neb., approximately 102 miles. The postpone 
ment was made at the request of the federal court at Chicag® 
(see Traffic World, Feb. 28, p. 576). 


MONTGOMERY WARD CASES ; 

The Commission, by division 3, has overruled a motion 
of complainant for dismissal of the complaints in MC C-306, 
Montgomery Ward & Co. vs. Santa Fe Trail Transportation 
Co., and related cases brought against various truckers. Col: 
plainant had asked dismissal, without prejudice, on the groun 
that the defendants were now rendering transportation servic® 
to it and had ceased their “wilful and unlawful failure” ‘ 
render such transportation as alleged in the complaints (sé 
Traffic World, March 7, p. 631). 
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Inch by Inch Rate Cutting 


“This system of inch by inch rate cutting will soon de- 
moralize the rates for transportation of all iron and steel 
articles over the entire country because of the intimate and 
intricate relationship of all producing points,” says the John I. 
Hay Co., a contract carrier by water, the operating territory 
of which includes the Chicago and St. Louis districts, on the 
one hand, and Houston and other Texas points, on the other, 
in support of a request that the Commission suspend carload 
rates on terne plate from the Chicago and St. Louis districts 
to Texas destinations, proposed by southwestern railroads. 
The tariffs are dated to be effective March 17. 

The protested rates are not in conformity with the provi- 
sions of the fourth section. Hearings have been held on fourth 
section applications under which temporary relief has been 
granted. In hearings on the fourth section application for tem- 
porary relief, according to the request for suspension, the rail- 
roads talked about rates of “unregulated” water competition. 
The Commission, said the water carrier request for suspension, 
should not allow any longer one shred of evidence pertaining 
to “unregulated” water competition to be used for making rail 
rates. 

“We doubt that the rail carriers themselves understand 
that all of the ‘for hire’ water traffic is now regulated, judg- 
ing from the perfunctory testimony and allegations they con- 
tinue to make,” said the water carrier. “For years and years 
the rail carriers have contended that barge lines handled freight 
at secret rates which they could not determine. Back in the 
days before the regulation of water traffic, the Commission 
accepted those statements at face value, because no one con- 
tradicted them. Today the rail carriers still make the same 
allusions.” 

To illustrate that the protestant directed attention to the 
record in I. and S. No. 4737, purporting to show a water rate 
from Granite City, Ill., in the St. Louis district, to Houston of 
32.85 cents a hundred pounds, including all incidental charges. 
The protestant said the record later showed the rate to have 
been 36.8 cents. The lower figure, the protest said, was offered 
in justification of a rail rate of 35 cents “to meet water competi- 
tion.” But the protesting water line claimed the railroads were 
using that erroneous total charge rate as a factor in their pro- 
posal respecting terne plate. 

“The Commission,” continued the request for suspension, 
“must save the railroads from themselves, otherwise they 
will commit financial suicide by cutting their rates unneces- 
sarily and depressing their revenues, and in addition they will 
drag the other forms of transportation down with them, thereby 
impoverishing our entire national transportation system.” 

The request for suspension makes what it contends is a 
proper comparison of rates to show that the barge charges at 
present are really higher than the rail charges when they are 
brought into proper relation by comparing the rates and inci- 
dental charges on barge lots of 500 tons and carload rates based 
on units of 100 pounds. 


“Now if the rail lines were making huge profits,” says 
the request for suspension, “they might advance the argument 
that all their rates were too high, but they have just completed 
testimony in Ex Parte No. 148, claiming they must have a 10 
per cent increase in freight rates. So we see the inconsistent 
spectacle of the rail lines trying to cut their rates and raise 
them at the same time.” 


Live Steck to and from the South 


There was nothing in the record of this proceeding to justify 
any materially different basis of rates to be applied from points 
in southern territory to points in official territory, on the one 
hand, than from points in official territory to points in southern 
territory, on the other, said a brief of the National Live 
Stock Marketing Association, intervener, setting forth excep- 
tons to the proposed report of Examiner A. S. Worthington 
and Leo Hayden in I. and S. No. 4779. Live Stock to and from 
the South, and related cases (see Traffic World, March 7). 

“We believe that the proposed southbound rates are unjust 
and unreasonable,” said the association’s brief. “The establish- 
ment of these interdistrict rates on a reasonably reciprocal 
basis is essential for the best interests of the live stock produc- 
ers in official territory and particularly in the central-western 
parts thereof.” 

The brief averred that the proposal of the examiners with 
respect to the interdistrict rates from the western district to the 
Southern district and official territory through the South was 
Wholly inconsistent with their recommendation for determina- 
tion of interdistrict rates from southern to official territory. 
t urged that the proposal of the examiners be reversed and 
Modified and that, in lieu thereof, joint through rates be pre- 
scribed “on a basis not to exceed the level of the scale pro- 
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posed in finding No. 1, plus the addition of arbitraries reflect- 
ing the difference between the two scales for the length of 
hauls in the western territory, “and that rates from official 
and, particularly, Central Freight Association territory, into 
the southern district be prescribed on a similar basis. 

Attorneys for the southern carriers, in exceptions and 
brief in support thereof referred to an abstract of the report 
of the examiners in The Traffic World, Jan. 3, p. 17, in which 
the idea was expressed that the examiners recommended “a 
throwing away of what exists for something they propose.” 
They said the abstract was an appraisal by an “unbiased and 
disinterested party.” 

“The only correction that we would make,” said the 
lawyers, “is that the examiners recommended a throwing away 
of everything that exists and ‘the substitution of everything 
that the complainants proposed.” 

If the examiners’ recommendations were the result of 
their best judgment based on evidence of record, said the 
brief, “‘these defendants would not be disposed to harshly 
criticize their action, but this is not the case.” They said a new 
report should be prepared. 


“The proposal of the examiners is not their own,” says 
the brief, ‘and is not based on evidence of record, but is, lock, 
stock and barrel, the proposal of the complainants in No. 2845( 
(Alabama Public Service Commission et al. vs. A. & R. et al.). 
These complainants, although they are rate regulatory bodies 
and versed in matters pertaining to reasonable freight rates, did 
not advance the proposed bases as representing their own judg- 
ment of what the rates should be. Instead the proposals repre- 
sent the lowest rates and the most favorable transit arrange- 
ments that a rate man, connected with the Atlanta Freight 
Bureau, could find in effect anywhere.” 

Western railroads in a brief in support of exceptions to the 
examiner’s proposed report said that in their opinion the im- 
portant thing to be considered was the level of the proportional 
rates from the west to the east bank lower Mississippi River 
crossings rather than the method of constructing such rates. 

The Commission having prescribed local rates from the 
west to the west bank Mississippi River crossings, and the 
western lines having voluntarily established a local rate to the 
east bank points by adding 3 cents to the prescribed local rate, 
and as such local rates to the east bank points were not under 
attack, the western railroads said the Commission should deter- 
mine that a deduction of 4 cents from the present local rates 
from the west to crossings, Memphis and south, was reasonable. 
They suggested that the proposed report be so amended. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 


The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 


I. & S. M-1747, grain products, Wichita, Kan., to Oklahoma, March 
7; MC 25708 Sub. No. 4, Beard-Laney, Inc., extension, Charlotte, N. C., 
March 5; MC 50027 Sub. No. 1, E. A. Judy, extension, hardware, March 
5; MC 50307 Sub. No. 2, Interstate Dress Carriers, Inc., extension, men’s 
clothing, March 5; MC 60825 Sub. No. 2, Great Lakes Trucking Co., 
Inc., extension, Chrysler Corporation Tank Arsenal, March 5; MC 
61616 Sub. No. 19, Missouri Pacific Transportation Co., extension, Lake 
Village, March 5; MC 66562 Sub. No. 375, Railway Express Agency, Inc., 
extension, Vicksburg-Natchez, March 5; MC 66673 Sub. No. 2, Kentucky- 
Virginia Stages, extension, Kentucky, March 5; MC 69943 Sub. No. 1, 
Lawrence A. Bauer, extension of operations, March 5; MC 82815 Sub. 
No. 13, R-B Freight Lines, Inc., extension, Twin City Ordnance Plant, 
March 5; MC 96401, Moses Sinovoi, common carrier application, March 
5; MC 101074 Sub. No. 1, S. C. Tabor, extension, refractory products, 
March 5; MC 102671, Charles A. Knowles, common carrier application, 
March 5; MC 102811 Sub. No, 1, J. W. Fitzpatrick and Roger D. Fitz- 
patrick, dba J. W. and Roger D. Fitzpatrick, contract carrier applica- 
tion, March 5; MC 102978, C. L. Grayson and J. C. Danehower, dba 
D. E. G. Truck Line, common carrier application, March 5; MC 103181, 
Edward Baldwin, contract carrier application, March 5; MC 103221, 
Garnet Osmand Hands and Wallace Sidney Hands, common carrier 
application, March 5; MC 482 Sub. No. 3, Peoples Rapid Transit Cor- 
poration, extension, Buchanan, Mich., March 4; MC 2181 Sub. No. 13, 
Burlington Transportation Co., extension, Des Moines Ordnance Plant, 
March 4; MC 2309 Sub. No. 8, Gillette Motor Transport, Inc., extension, 
Houston, Tex., industrial area, March 4; MC 4713 Sub. No. 3, Harry 
A. Parker, dba Parker Motor Freight, extension, alternate routes, 
March 4; MC 11220 Sub. No. 20, Gordons Transports, Inc., extension, 
Yazoo City-Jackson off-route points, March 4; MC 15801 Sub. No. 3, 
Russell Gilliland, dba Gilliland Transfer Co., extension, Buffalo, N. 
Y., March 4; MC 18944 Sub. No. 1, Vernon T. Mercer, extension, Michi- 
gan, household goods, March 4; MC 41016 Sub. No. 1, Wetzel Supply 
Co., extension, Greene county, Pa., etc., March 4; MC 44156 Sub. No. ~ 
1, Jonathan C. Stilwell, extension, household goods, potted plants and 
flowers, March 4; MC 64112 Sub. No. 3, R. L. Shaw, dba Shaw Trans- 
fer Co., extension, packing house products, March 2; MC 68100 Sub. 
No. 2, D. P. Bonham, dba D. P. Bonham Transfer, extension, Colo- 
rado, Louisiana, Nebraska and Wyoming, March 4; MC 72968, Osmund 
W. Johnson, broker application, March 4; MC 80430 Sub. No. 16, Gate- 
way City Transfer Co., Inc., extension, Des Moines Ordnance Plant, 
March 4; MC 88161 Sub. No. 4, Inland Petroleum Transportation Co., 
Ine., extension, Pasco, March 4; MC 89618 Sub. No. 3, Beer Transport 
Corporation, extension of operations, March 4; MC 91696 Sub. No. 1, 
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Charles A. Hanson and Herman W. Maves, dba Hanson Maves Co., ex- 
tension, Iowa, March 4; MC 102271, Frederick Mandile and Anthony 
Mandile, dba Mandile Brothers, common carrier application, March 4; 
MC 257 Sub. No. 2, V. E. Berry, dba Walla Walla Pendleton Auto 
Freight, extension, Pendleton-U. S. Army Air Base, March 2; MC 
1504 Sub. No. 40, Atlantic Greyhound Corporation, extension, Martins- 
ville, Va., March 2; MC 1592 Sub. No. 9, Pacific Truck Express, Eagle 
Point extension, March 3; MC 1800 Sub. No. 6, A. B. & W. Transit 
Co., extension, Barcroft and Virginia Highlands routes, March 2; MC 
24636, Joseph Weiss, common carrier application, March 3; MC 61741 
Sub. No. 1, Great Lakes Greyhound Lines, Inc., extension of operations, 
March 2; MC 63250 Sub. No. 2, William J. Barber, dba Barber’s Ex- 
press, extension, launches, March 2; MC 74346 Sub. No. 1, Wilma 
Wicker, welding supplies extension, March 3; MC 77562 Sub. No. 1, 
Lueddeke’s Transportation, Inc., extension, New Jersey, March 2; 
MC 78619, Louis L. Evans, dba Richard J. Hill & Son, common car- 
rier application, March 2; MC 85008 Sub. No. 2, Leander G,. Tait, ex- 
tension, Waltham to New Hampshire and Vermont points, March 2; 
MC 86761. Sub. No. 9, Gulf Transport Co., extension, Ava, Ill., March 
2; MC 92124 Sub. No. 2, Thomas B. Reed, extension, fertilizer and 
feeds, March 2; MC 100471 Sub. No. 4, Dependable Tank Transport, 
Inc., extension, Pasco, March 2; MC 101315, W. W. Jarmon, common 
earrier application, March 2; MC 102708, Ed. Sturm, common carrier 
application, March 3; MC 102837, Georgia-Florida Coaches, Inc., com- 
mon carrier application, March 2; MC 103012 Sub. No. 1, Robert H. 
Fillion, common carrier application, March 3; MC 103015, Art Chap- 
man, common carrier application, March 2; MC 103026, John J. Holla- 
well and James F. Hollawell, contract carrier application, March 2; 
MC 103043 Sub. No. 1 (corrected notice), Missouri Pacific Transporta- 
tion Co., dba Missouri Pacific Trailways, extension of operations, prop- 
erty, Feb. 23; MC 103085 Sub. No. 1, Thomas H, Collings, dba Westerly 
Auto Trucking Service, contract carrier application, March 2; MC 25 
Sub. No. 4, J. A. Donham, dba Donham Freight Line, extension, Hope, 
Feb. 26: MC 565 Sub. No. 2, Nevada Consolidated Fast Freight, Los 
Angeles-Las Vegas extension, Feb. 28; MC 879 Sub. No. 1, Service 
Lines, Inc., extension, defense projects, Feb. 26; MC 1034 Sub. No. 
5, Tidewater Express Lines, Inc., extension, off-route points, Feb. 
23; MC 2789 Sub. No. 5, West Coast Transport Co., extension, Pasco, 
Feb. 21; MC 10897 Sub. No. 24, Acme Freight Lines, Inc., extension 
Camp Blanding, Feb. 24; MC 14702 Sub. No. 1, Komray & Bock, Inc., 
extension, Portage and Trumbull counties, Ohio, Feb. 24; MC 15665 
Sub. No. 2, Eagle Transfer & Storage Co., Wenatchee, Wash., Feb. 23; 
MC 18138 Sub. No. 1, Anderson Brothers, Inc., extension, Georgia, Feb. 
27; MC 20492 Sub. No. 4, F. S. George & Son, Inc., extension, paper- 
board, Feb. 23; MC 20903, R. & W. Truck Lines, common carrier 
application, Feb. 28; MC 21846 Sub. No. 10, Simeon J. Vogel, dba 
Sim’s Freight Service, extension, lumber and logs, Feb. 17; MC 28614 
Sub. No. 2, Hazard-Jenkins Line, Inc., extension, Kentucky Highway 
7, Feb. 26; MC 29104 Sub. No. 1, Harold W. Barnes, dba H. W. Barnes 


Trucking Co., extension, Portage and Trumbull counties, Ohio, Feb. 
24; MC 29673 Sub. No. 3, Pacific Highway Transport, extension, Pain 
Field, Wash., Feb, 23; MC 32561 Sub. No. 2, Everett E. Marshall, dba 
Marshall Service, extension, New York and Connecticut, Feb. 23; MC 
34180 Sub. No. 4, J. L. Naylor, dba El Paso-Pecos Valley Truck Lines, 
extension, U. S. Army Air School, Feb. 25; MC 43053 Sub. No. 2, 
Burbank Van & Storage, Inc., extension, Portage and Trumbull coun- 
ties, Ohio, Feb. 25; MC 44609 Sub. No. 8, Guy A. Thompson, trustee, 


Missouri Pacific Railroad Company, debtor, extension, Natchez, Feb. 
25: MC 5275 Sub. No. 3, Blue Line Transportation Co., Inc., extension, 
Attalia and Pasco, Feb. 28; MC 52788 Sub. No. 2, L. W. Hageman and 
Joe F. Jolley, dba Hageman and Jolley, contract carrier application, 
Feb. 24; MC 57697 Sub. No. 1, Lester E. Smith, five-state extension, 
Feb. 24; MC 59289 Sub. No. 8, Petroleum Transportation Co., Inc., 
extension, Pasco, Feb. 21; MC 59952 Sub. No. 2, Gillen Transfer Co., 
exiension, Portage and Trumbull counties, Ohio, Feb. 23; MC 71478 
Sub. No. 2, Chief Freight Lines Co., extension, alternate routes, Feb. 
23; MC 71902 Sub. No. 9, United Transports, Inc., extension, Memphis, 
Feb. 27; MC 75812 Sub. No. 3, Lang Transportation Corporation, exten- 
sion, Martinez, Feb. 7; MC 76266 Sub. No. 16, Merchants Motor Freight, 
Inc., extension, Twin City Ordnance Plant and Ankeny Munitions Plant, 
Feb. 26: MC 76918, Bateman’s Motor Express, Inc., common carrier 
application, Feb. 28; MC 78170 Sub. No. 3, Parrish Dray Line, Inc., 
extension, Florence and Bennettsville, S. C., Feb. 20; MC 83744 Sub. 
No. 2, Senger, contract carrier extension, asphalt, Feb. 23; MC 94234, 
Wayne D. Watkins, common carrier application, Feb. 23; MC 96111 
Sub. No. 2, A. D. Ray and Ivan Ray, contract carrier application, 
Feb. 26; MC 96246, R. W. McMinn, dba Bob’s Buses and School Service, 
common carrier application, Feb. 24; MC 100109 Sub. No. 2, Robert W. 
Spessard, extension, sand, gravel and cement, Feb. 27; MC 100366 
Sub. No. 1, Oakfred K. Robbins, extension, Pennsylvania, West Vir- 
ginia, Indiana and Michigan, Feb. 23; MC 101562, Ray Lester Lucas, 
common carrier application, Feb. 27; MC 101852, Myron Christensen, 
dba Christensen Transfer, common carrier application, Feb. 27; MC 
102284, Winfield Parker, contract carrier application, Feb. 27; MC 
102378, John O. Chapman, common carrier application, Feb. 21; MC 
102450 Sub. No. 2, Steel City Cartage, Inc., extension, Cook County, 
Ill., Feb. 23; MC 102539, Haberman Creameries, contract carrier appli- 
eation, Feb. 26; MC 102717, H. M. Brekke, common carrier application, 
Feb. 24: MC 102783 Sub. No. 1, Edward J. Huber and Toffee Hauzen, 
dba Huber & Hauzen, common carrier application, Feb. 26; MC 102830, 
Emery’s Transfer, Inc., common carrier application, Feb. 21; MC 102889, 
Wilbur A. Hopkins, dba Hopkins Distributing Co., contract carrier 
application, Feb. 27; MC 103088, Harold Elliott, common carrier appli- 
cation Feb, 27; I. & S. M-1612, packing house products, ete., Char- 
lotte, N. C., to South Carolina and Virginia points, Feb. 26; MC C-272, 
various commodities between Charlotte and South Carolina and Virginia, 
Feb. 26; U. S. Highway 40, March 6; MC 2228 Sub. No. 11, Merchant's 
Fast Motor Lines, Inc., extension, Camp Barkley, March 7; MC 2542 Sub. 
No. 2, Adley Express Co., Inc., extension, points in Philadelphia Com- 
mercial Zone, March 7; MC 3250 Sub. No. 1, Fred Q. Payne, extension, 
Cumberland, Clark and Jasper counties, Illinois, Vigo and Clay coun- 
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ties, Indiana, March 7; MC 8700 Sub. No. 5, B. I. Fitzmorris, dba Pio- 
neer Freight Lines, extension, Lyman, March 7; MC 16766, James Mon- 
roe Pullen, dba Rose City Transfer Co., common carrier application 
March 7; MC 20110 Sub. No. 1, Messinger Trucking & Warehouse Corp 
extension, radios, etc., March 6; MC 27282 Sub. No. 1, Homer Richey. 
extension, Indiana, March 7; MC 28762 Sub. No. 2, Charles O. McDonald 
dba Houlton Truck Express, extension, Medway, Me., March 7; MC 29555 
Sub. No. 7, Briggs Transfer Co., extension, Twin City Ordnance Plant. 
March 7; MC 30156 Sub. No. 3, Lake Shore Cartage, Inc., extension 
Norwalk, March 6; MC 35541, Harry Schneider, dba Schneider's Trans. 
fer, common carrier application, March 7; MC 38726 Sub. No. 1, R, & 
W. Transit Co., Inc., common carrier application, March 6. MC 5109). 
August J. Brandt, common carrier application, March 7; MC 60782 Sub. 
No. 1, James E. Stamps and William J. Stamps, dba Stamps Brothers, 
contract carrier application, March 6; MC 63756, A. E. Harris, common 
carrier application, March 7; MC 73701 Sub. No. 5, Bert Glupker, ex- 
tension, various commodities, March 6; MC 73943 Sub. No. 7, Horton 
Motor Lines, Inc., extension, empty equipment, March 7; MC 1021009 
Sub. No. 1, Lewis B. Newman, dba Silver Fox Line, common carrier 
application, March 7; MC 102266, Russell Doty, common carrier applica- 
tion, March 6; MC 102964, Luca Guglielmo, contract carrier application, 
March 6; MC 103171, Harvey Strater, common carrier application, March 


- 


7; MC 103178, Allen M. Hanson, contract carrier application, March 7: 
MC 103213, Newton Beck, contract carrier application, March 7: MC 
103245, Stewart Alexander Keller, common carrier application, March 7. 


TEMPORARY AUTHORITY QUESTION 


Until Congress has taken action on pending legislation to 
permit extension of a temporary permit granted to a contract 
carrier by water pursuant to section 311 of part III of the 
interstate commerce act or to authorize a renewal of temporary 
permit granted under that section, the Commission should defer 
any decision on the application of the Vansu Corporation for a 
permanent permit to operate as a contract carrier by water of 
specified commodities between New York, N. Y., and vicinity 
and Boston, Mass., and vicinity, formerly conducted by the 
Merrimac Chemical Transportation Co., says a brief of the 
latter company in W-862, Application of Vansu Corporation for 
a Permit as a Contract Carrier. Merrimac suspended service 
by reason of the government having acquired its vessel used in 
the service, following which, the Commission granted the 
Vansu Corporation temporary authority to operate. 

Merrimac said it had no objection to the maintenance of 
service by the Vansu Corporation between New York and 
Boston during such time as it was unable to resume its past 
operations. However, in the interest of preventing authorization 
for excessive transportation facilities and in fairness to it, 
which had “grandfather rights” as guaranteed under part III, 
Merrimac said “it is only proper that any authority granted or 
to be granted” to Vansu Corporation should be limited until 
such time as it (Merrimac) was again in a position to resume 
its former operations and take care of its former customers. 
No hardship to Vansu Corporation, Merrimac said, “would re- 
sult from such deferment in as much as the temporary permit 
which it has already received allows it to continue its opera- 
tion until June, 1942.” 


The Vansu Corporation asked the Commission to deny Mer- 
rimac leave to intervene in the proceeding, and reject the brief 
which Merrimac had proffered. It submitted that this was not 
a proper proceeding in which to determine the operating rights, 
if any, of Merrimac, and “that its dereliction in failing to 
prosecute its own application is not a proper basis for attempted 
intervention in this proceeding.” 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The Baltimore & Ohio; Missouri-Kansas-Texas of Texas; 
and Northern Pacific have filed applications with the Commis- 
sion for approval of proposed modifications of signal systems 
or devices under section 25(b) of the interstate commerce act. 
Any interested party desiring hearing should advise the Com- 
mission and applicant in writing within 20 days from March 10. 

The Louisville & Nashville; New York Central; Houston 
Belt & Terminal; Southern Pacific; and Missouri Pacific have 
filed applications with the Commission for approval of pro- 
posed modifications of signal systems or devices under section 
25 (b) of the interstate commerce act. Any interested party 
desiring hearing should advise the Commission and applicant 
in writing within 20 days from March 6. 

The Pennsylvania; Atlantic Coast Line (revised public 
notice superseding public notice issued January 20); Chicago. 
Burlington & Quincy; and Norfolk and Western have filed 
applications with the Commission for approval of proposed 
modifications of signal systems or devices under section 25 (b) 
of the interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring 
hearing should advise the Commission and applicant in writing 
within 20 days from March 7. 

The Southern Pacific; and Chicago and North Western 
have filed applications with the Commission for approval 0! 
proposed modifications of signal systems or devices under sec: 
tion 25 (b) of the interstate commerce act. Any interested 
party desiring hearing should advise the Commission and ap- 
plicant in writing within 20 days from March 12. 
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* e.°8 
Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 


published by West Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1942, by West Publishing Company.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


(Supreme Court of Florida.) Where a statute confers 
upon an administrative board, or commission or officers, ad- 
ministrative authority and duties of a quasi judicial nature, 
and statute provides that orders, rules, and regulations duly 
made by such administrative board, commission, or officers 
shall be “prima facie’? reasonable and just or proper to be 
made under the authorizing statutes, such rules, orders, and 
regulations so made will not be quashed on common law writ 
of certiorari, when proceedings by such board, commission, or 
officers are within authority conferred and are substantially 
as authorized by controlling law, and there is ample evidence 
in record to sustain the findings, and no law is violated in 
making or enforcement of such rules. orders, or regulations. 

On certiorari to review a Railroad Commission order, the 
petitioner had burden of showing that the order complained 
of was illegal or unauthorized and did not accord with the 
essential requirement of law controlling matters being re- 
viewed. 

Where interstate common carrier by truck applied to Rail- 
road Commission for permit to give a direct intrastate freight 
service to communities already served by it, and service by 
railroad and highway carriers opposing the application was 
circuitous and delayed shipments, order granting application 
was supported by the evidence. 


On certiorari by a railroad to review the order of the 
Railroad Commission granting an interstate common carrier 
by truck right to engage in intrastate commerce between same 
communities then served by it, where there is substantial evi- 
dence in the record to support the findings of the commission, 
Supreme Court cannot substitute its conclusions for the find- 
ings of the commission. 


On certiorari by a railroad to review an order of the Rail- 
road Commission permitting an interstate common carrier 
by truck to engage in intrastate business notwithstanding that 
other intrastate carriers by circuitous routes served every 
point on applicant’s line, under the rule that a shipper is en- 
titled to transportation service that will move his shipment 
from point of origin to destination without reasonably avoid- 
able delays or rehandling and at the minimum available cost, 
the order was justified. 


Supreme Court on certiorari will not set aside findings 
and conclusion of Railroad Commission in granting interstate 
common carrier by truck right to enter intrastate business over 
railroad’s objection in absence of a showing of arbitrary action 
or abuse of authority even though the court might have reached 
a different conclusion on the evidence. 


Railroad Commission may grant certificate for operation 
of motor carrier service over route adequately served by holder 
of earlier certificate subject to limitation precluding competitive 
service, where public convenience and necessity require service 
over such route to meet adequately the needs of communities 
accommodated thereby. Acts 1931, c. 14764, Sec. 3. 


Where interstate common carrier by truck which served 
several communities which were also served by other common 
carriers, all of which had circuitous routes, sought permission 
lo give direct intrastate service in areas already served by it 
and shorten its route, operating with closed doors over por- 
lions of the new route coinciding with routes of existing com- 


mon carriers, Railroad Commission properly granted the ap- 
Plication. 


Where it appeared that applicant to Railroad Commission 
for permission to haul intrastate commerce in its trucks over 
Shortened lines sought merely to establish additional service 
at same points it already served in interstate commerce, in 
franting application, Railroad Commission did not violate essen- 
lal requirements of the law in permitting operation by appli- 
Cant with closed doors over routes of other carriers. Acts 
1931, c. 14764, Sec. 3. 
_ In application of interstate common carrier by truck to 
give direct intrastate freight service to communities already 
‘etved by applicant and railroad, consideration by the Rail- 
‘oad Commission of the reduced cost of transportation to the 
public was proper even though rates were not an issue. (At- 
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lantic Coast Line R. Co. vs. Railroad Commission, 5 So. Rep. 
2d 708). 





(Supreme Court of Arkansas.) A complaint of the corpora- 
tion commission alleging that defendant owned and operated 
travel bureaus and advertised as such, that under the Motor 
Carrier Act operators of travel bureaus are termed brokers, and 
that defendant had neglected and refused to procure a license 
or permit from the commission and to subject himself to proper 
regulation for the protection of the public, and seeking to enjoin 
defendant from operating travel bureaus without first obtaining 
a permit and otherwise complying with the act, was not de- 
murrable nor subject te a motion to make more specific. Acts 
1941, Act 367, Secs. 5(a) (13), 8(d), 22(b). 

The provisions of the Motor Carrier Act which require 
a broker who sells or negotiates for transportation subject to 
the act to procure a license, but which do not apply to casual, 
occasional, or reciprocal transportation of passengers by one 
not so engaged as a regular business, apply to all persons en- 
gaged in the travel bureau business and hence are not dis- 
criminatory. Acts 1941, Act 367, Secs. 5 (a) (13), 8 (d), 22 (b). 

Occupations which are inherently subject to misuse and 
out of which may readily come oppression and fraud and crime 
may be regulated, safeguarded, and altogether prohibited in 
the wisdom of the legislature in the exercise of the “police 
power.” 

It is common knowledge that danger to life and limb 
and property is attendant on the practice of conveying unknown 
and unvouched for persons or being conveyed by them in auto- 
mobiles over the highways, especially where considerable dis- 
tances are traveled, through long stretches of sparsely settled 
districts. 

The provisions of the Motor Carrier Act which require 
brokers who sell or negotiate for transportation subject to the 
act to procure licenses are valid restrictive provisions in rela- 
tion to the use of the highways within the “police power” of 
the legislature, even if they do in effect prohibit the business 
of selling and negotiating for transportation because they are 
impossible of performance. Acts 1941, Act 367, Sec. 13. 

That the operator of a travel bureau arranged for trans- 
portation of passengers in automobiles for points outside the 
state did not make his business one of “interstate commerce,” 
where his business was wholly within the state, and hence 
the statute requiring operator to procure a license was not in- 
valid as applied tc operator as interfering with interstate com- 
merce. Acts 1941, Act 367, Sec. 13. 

The statute requiring operators of automobile travel bu- 
reaus to procure licenses is not invalid even if it does inci- 
dentally affect interstate commerce, since a state statute en- 
acted in the exercise of the police power will be sustained even 
though it may indirectly or remotely affect interstate com- 
merce. Acts 1941, Act 367, Sec. 13. (Duck vs. Arkansas Cor- 
poration Commission, 158 S. W. Rep. 2d 24.) 


Gregg Motor Case Argued 


In an argument before the Supreme Court of the United 
States in No. 535, Gregg Cartage & Storage Co. et al., ap- 
pellants, vs. the United States of America and the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, James C. Wilson, special assistant to 
the Attorney General, contended that proper construction of 
the language “interruptions of service over which the appli- 
cant or its predecessor in interest had no control” demanded 
that the carrier show that its transportation was interrupted 
through the agency of an external cause with which the car- 
rier plainly had no connection in transacting its business. 

Evidence submitted in the case showed that the Gregg 
Company was adjudged a bankrupt by the federal court for 
the northern Ohio district on October 27, 1937, after the car- 
rier, as a result of financial failure of an insurance company 
by which the carrier had been insured against public liability 
and property damage, had been obliged itself to satisfy several 
claims for damages and had been confronted with about 175 
additional claims for personal injury and property damage, 
estimated to aggregate $200,000. It was shown that the 
Gregg company had operated as a common carrier of general 
freight between points in several northeastern states; that it 
assembled freight at terminals in 12 cities, and that it used 
so-called owner-operator vehicles, performing no over-the-road 
service with its own vehicles. 

The full Commission, on December 12, 1939, affirmed find- 
ings of division 5 that an interruption of service within the 
control of the applicant had occurred after October 30, 1937, 
that the purchase of operating rights and good will of the 
Gregg company by Northeastern Transportation Co. on De- 
cember 6, 1937, had conferred no operating rights on the latter, 
and that therefore neither corporation was entitled to an au- 
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thorization under the grandfather clause. After the filing of 
a complaint by the Gregg company and its trustee in bank- 
ruptcy, the federal court for the northern Ohio district held 
the Commission’s order valid and dismissed the complaint. 

Howell Leuck, of Cleveland, O., and H. Russell Bishop, of 
Washington, of counsel for the appellants, contended at the 
argument that the unforeseen payment of damage claims was 
the sole cause of the interruption in service of the Gregg com- 
pany, that the interruption ought not to extinguish the appli- 
cant’s grandfather rights if the mishap was not reasonably 
foreseeable so that the management should have forestalled 
the interruption, and that, as stated by Commissioners Lee 
and Porter and former Commissioner Caskie in their dissenting 
views, the decision of the Commission majority discriminated 
against carriers whose service had been interrupted before the 
time when their grandfather applications had been acted on 
by the Commission and in favor of those who already possessed 
grandfather certificates when interruption occurred. 

Adoption of the criterion advanced by the appellants, Mr. 
Wilson asserted, would compel exact inquiry by the Commis- 
sion in each case of this kind, such inquiry extending to ques- 
tions whether the Gregg company should have insured so 
largely with one company, whether it could have kept the dam- 
age claims to a smaller total by exercise of diligent supervision 
of its operations, and whether the owner-operator method of 
transportation which it employed was prudent. He said the 
difficulties of such a procedure were evident. As to the alle- 
gation of discrimination, Mr. Wilson said that until a certifi- 
cate had been granted, the inquiry remained confined to the 
existence of operating rights. 


SUPREME COURT ACTION 


The Supreme Court of the United States has denied a pe- 
tition for a write of certiorari in No. 911, Bull S. S. Lines, Inc., 
vs. Thompson, to the U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals, fifth cir- 
cuit, in which the lower court held a railroad was entitled to 
recover undercharges on cars of freight switched at a port 
owned by a navigation district, under the terms of its tariff. 

The court has also denied a petition for a writ of certiorari 
in No. 921-2, Black Diamond Lines, Inc., vs. U. S. Navigation 
Co., Inc., to the U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals, second circuit. 
The case involved an agreement for use of vessels. 


PASSENGER LINE ASKS INJUNCTION 


The Royal Cadillac Service, Inc., and Reliable Cadillac 
Lines, Inc., have asked the federal court for the southern district 
of New York, in civil action No. 17-357, Royal Cadillac Serv- 
ice, Inc., and Reliable Cadillac Lines, Inc., vs. United States 
and Interstate Commerce Commission, to enjoin orders of the 
Commission denying them a certificate as a common carrier 
of passengers between points in New York City, on the one 
hand, and resorts in Ulster and Sullivan counties, N. Y., on 
the other. 

The Commission in MC 95463, Royal Cadillac Service, 
Inc., Common Carrier Application, and MC 95462, Reliable 
Cadillac Lines, Inc., Common Carrier Application, denied a 
certificate to the anpvlicants under the grandfather clause to 
operate between New York, N. Y., and Roscoe, N. Y., over a 
route through New Jersey. According to the Commission’s 
report, the service was conducted in sedans at the beginning, 
but in 1939 service was rendered by busses. It concluded that 
the applicants’ operations at the time it decided the matter 
differed essentially from those conducted by them on the 
grandfather date. It said that the present operations were 
in effect operations unlawfully instituted. The applicants con- 
tended that in denying the applications the Commission acted 
arbitrarily and capriciously. 





ELKINS ACT PROSECUTIONS 


On pleas of guilty to two informations, one consisting of 
four counts, three counts charging the granting of concessions 
in violation of section 1 of the Elkins act and one count charg- 
ing falsification of carrier’s records in violation of section 
20(7)(b) of the interstate commerce act, and the other consist- 
ing of three counts, all charging the soliciting and receiving of 
concessions in violation of section 1 of the Elkins act, the fed- 
eral court at Rockingham, N. C., March 5, imposed fines to- 
taling $6,500 on the High Point, Thomasville & Denton Rail- 
road Co., the Commission has been advised. 

Both cases, according to a statement by the Commission, 
arose through the misapplication of the provisions of Rule 34 
of the Consolidated Freight Classification with respect to ship- 
ments of furniture from Thomasville, N. C., to San Francisco, 
Calif. The statement added: 


On two-car shipments the carrier assessed and collected charges 
on the basis of the carload minimum weight of one car plus the actual 
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weight of the shipment transported in the other car. Rule 34 had no 
application to these shipments since, in each instance, the shipper haq 
ordered, received and used two cars and was, therefore, obligated to 
pay the tariff charges based on the minimum weight of each car, 

Notations were placed on the bills of lading to the effect that a 
50-foot car had been ordered by the shipper and that two 40-foot cars 
had been furnished by the carrier in filling the order. Since two cars 
had actually been ordered by the shipper, when these notations were 
transcribed to the carrier’s freight waybills its records were thereby 
falsified. 


Carolina Truck Line Decision 


The decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in the Carolina Freight Carriers Corporation case, March 3 
(see Traffic World, March 7) has been a favorite topic of con- 
versation at the Commission and the question, “How do you 
interpret the Carolina Freight decision?”, was, among those 
familiar with the case, the signal for long discussion and for 
speculation as to the effect the decision would have on motor 
carrier operations and on the Commission’s treatment of ap- 
plications for motor rights. 

Commission attorneys, after having studied the decision 
rather laboriously, appeared to be in agreement on _ these 
points: 

1. Territorial restrictions imposed by the Commission 
were justifiable, but restrictions as to commodities were not 
valid, on the basis of the record. 

2. In limiting the list of commodities authorized only to 
those commodities which had been transported in substantial 
amounts and with some degree of regularity before or after the 
grandfather date and in eliminating commodities which the ap- 
plicant had transported before but not after that date, the Com- 
mission’s restrictions were unduly severe. 

3. Doubts expressed by the Supreme Court as to the com- 
modity restrictions imposed on the applicant were the result of 
inadequate findings. The opinion indicated that, in instances 
where a carrier had transported many and varied commodities, 
it might possibly be restricted to the commodities it had trans- 
ported more frequentiy and in larger volume than other com- 
modities, if such restriction were supported by the findings. 

4. The Commission could not apply one criterion in deter- 
mining rights of regular route carriers and another and stricter 
criterion in determining the rights of irregular route carriers. 

5. The decision apparently laid down the principle that 
unless the evidence before the Commission warranted a finding 
by it that the carrier had limited its transportation to specified 
commodities, the Commission should authorize transportation 
of general commodities in cases where evidence by an applicant 
showed such a diversity and volume of commodities transported 
as to support the grant of “general commodities” authority. 


FREIGHT INTERCHANGE AT BOSTON 

The Commission has instituted No. 28792, Interchange of 
Freight at Boston Piers, an investigation into the lawfulness 
of the rates and charges, and the rules, regulations and prac- 
tices affecting such rates and charges applicable to the in- 
terchange of freight with water carriers at piers at the port of 
Boston. 

The Commission made the New Haven, the Boston & Maine 
and the New York Central respondents. It assigned the pro- 
ceeding for hearing March 23, 9:30 a. m., at the Lenox Hotel, 
Boston, before Examiner Lewis L. Prout. 

The Maritime Commission has joined the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in the investigation, the proceeding in the 
former commission being docketed as No. 617, Interchange of 
Freight at Boston Terminals. The Maritime Commission as- 
signed Examiner G. O. Basham to conduct the hearing jointly 
with Examiner Prout. 

Respondents named in the Maritime Commission’s order 
instituting the investigation were the three railroads named in 
the order of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and, in ad- 
dition, the Boston Tidewater Terminal, Inc., the Department 
of Public Works of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, Mys- 
tic Terminal Co., and Wiggin Terminals, Inc. : 

“One of the principal questions involved in the investiga- 
tion,” said the Maritime Commission, “is the alleged refusal 
of the rail carriers to make full allowances for wharfage 
charges to the public terminals named, whereas they make 
such allowances at railroad-owned piers.” 


EXCEPTIONS TO MOTOR REPORTS 
MC 7323, Thomas A. Baumfalk, common carrier applica- 
tion. Time for filing exceptions to recommended order ex 
tended to March 16. ; 
MC 50649, Sub. No. 1, Daniel MacConachie, extension, 
Delaware, Maryland, northern New Jersey. Time for filing ex 
ceptions to recommended order extended to April 4. 
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Motor Act Prosecutions 


(Digests of statements issued by the Secretary of the Commis- 
sion concerning prosecutions, in federal courts, for violations of 
motor carrter provisions of the interstate commerce act or of Com- 
mission rules and regulations thereunder, appear below.) 


Eastern Arkansas district, western division. Arcade De- 
very Service, Inc., operating package delivery service within 
the Greater Little Rock municipal area, fined $175 on plea of 
guilty to charges that it operated as a common carrier without 
authority, without a tariff and security for protection of public 
on file with Commission. Charges were based on transportation 
of corrugated galvanized roofing sheets and wire products from 
Memphis, Tenn., to Hot Springs, Ark., defendant having trans- 
ported the products from Little Rock to Hot Springs. 

Maryland district. David A. Washabaugh, of McConnells- 
burg, Pa., a motor common carrier, was fined $400 on his plea 
of guilty to a charge of operating as a common carrier by 
motor vehicle in interstate commerce without a certificate issued 
by the Commission, and Central Chemical Corporation, a ship- 
per, of Hagerstown, Md., was fined $900 on its plea of guilty 
toa charge of aiding and abetting those violations. The carrier 
entered a plea of guilty to charges of granting rate concessions, 
with transporting property in interstate commerce without rates 
and charges for such transportation on file with the Commis- 
sion, and with failure to require the driver to keep driver’s logs, 
and the court suspended sentence, as to those violations, for a 
probationary period of one year. 

Eastern Tennessee district, northeastern division. Clifford 
Skipworth, member of a partnership, dba United Warehouse & 
Transfer, of Kingsport, Tenn., was fined $750 on his plea of 
guilty to an information charging him with granting conces- 
sions, With charging, demanding, collecting and receiving over- 
charges with respect to transportation of property in interstate 
commerce, and with failing to require drivers to keep drivers’ 
logs on interstate trips. Payment of $600 of the fine was 
suspended for a probationary period of three years. 

Eastern Tennessee district, northeastern division. Cecil 
Crowe, dba Peoples Transfer Co., of Johnson City, Tenn., and 
W. Mac Ferguson, former manager of that company, were fined 
$750 each on their pleas of guilty to an information charging 
Crowe, as principal, and Ferguson, as aider and abettor, with 
transporting property in interstate commerce by motor vehicle 
as acommon carrier without requisite operating authority, with 
collecting overcharges, and with failing to issue freight or ex- 
pense bills when collecting transportation charges. Payment 
of $625 of the fine, as to each defendant, was suspended for a 
probationary period of three years. 


Minnesota district, fourth division. Union Transfer Co., of 
Omaha, Neb., was fined $600 on its plea of guilty to an informa- 
tion charging it with granting concessions to Haskins Brothers 
& Co., also of Omaha, on soap shipments from Omaha to Min- 
neapolis, St. Paul and Stillwater, Minn., and Haskins Brothers 
& Co., was fined $300 after it pleaded guilty to an information 
charging it with receiving concessions from Union Transfer Co., 
on such shipments. 

_ Northern Ohio district, at Cleveland. Ramus Trucking 
Line, Inc., was fined $500 March 5 on a plea of guilty to trans- 
porting property as a common carrier without authority, grant- 
Ing concessions, and failing to require drivers to keep logs. 

Southern Illinois district, at Quincy. Injunction granted 
to the Commission, on complaint, restraining Paul Cavallo, a 
motor common carrier of passengers, and those connected with 
him, from transporting or engaging in the transportation of 
passengers, for compensation, without having on file with and 
approved by the Commission and in effect proper security for 
the protection of the public. 

Utah district, at Ogden. Colorado-Wyoming Express, Den- 
ver, Colo., was fined $280 March 9, which was required to be 
paid in full, on a plea of guilty to operating as a common 
carrier without authority, with falsifying bills of lading, and 
with failing to require its drivers to keep logs. 

Eastern Pennsylvania district, at Philadelphia, Pa. J. Nor- 
man Marshall, dba Marshall’s Express, a motor common car- 
ner of St. Michaels, Md., was fined $1,000 March 9, on a plea of 
guilty to offering, granting and giving rate concessions. 

Western Wisconsin district, at Madison. Oligney Motor Ex- 
press Co., of River Falls, Wis., was fined $550 March 9, $200 of 
Which was required to be paid, payment of the balance being 
suspended for one year, in which time the defendant was placed 
on probation, on a plea of guilty to granting concessions. 

Western Wisconsin district, at Madison. C. S. Babcock & 


Sons, of Beloit, Wis., was fined $5,300 March 9, $200 of which 
Was required to be paid, payment of the balance being sus- 
pended for 18 months in which time defendant was placed on 
Probation, on a plea of guilty to operating as a common carrier 
Without authority, without tariff rates on file, without having 
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evidence of public liability and property damage insurance, 
failing to require drivers to keep logs, and with fradulently 
seeking to evade and defeat regulation by the issuance of false 
and fictitious freight or expense bills. 

Western Wisconsin district, at Madison. Coach Corpora- 
tion of Freeport, of Freeport, Ill., was fined $1,200 March 9, 
$250 of which was required to be paid, payment of the balance 
being suspended for one year, in which time defendant was 
placed on probation, on a plea of guilty to operating as a com- 
mon carrier of passengers and property and as a contract 
carrier of property without requisite operating authority, and 
without rates, fares and a schedule of minimum rates and 
charges being on file. 

Colorado district, at Denver. Clarence E. Courtright, dba 
Courtright Transfer, of Julesburg, Colo., was fined $200 March 
9, on a plea of guilty to operating as a common carrier without 
authority and without having a tariff on file with the Com- 
mission. 


ZIFFRIN CONTRACT CARRIER SUIT 


The Commission, by Commissioner Porter, has extended 
the effective date of its order denying a contract carrier permit 
in MC 2511, Ziffrin, Inc., Contract Carrier Application, from 
March 5 to May 5. The postponement was made at the request 
of United States attorney at Indianapolis, Ind., to afford time for 
the court to consider the record in the suit filed by the applicant 
(see Traffic World, February 28, p. 575) in which Ziffrin is 
seeking to have the decision against the corporation’s claim for 
a permit set aside. 


CENTRAL OF GEORGIA ABANDONMENT 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 13543, Ap- 
plication of Central of Georgia and H. D. Pollard, Trustee, for 
Permission to Abandon the Line of Railroad Extending from 
Statesboro to Metter, Ga., has made Merrel P. Callaway a party 
to the proceeding in lieu of H. D. Pollard, deceased. By petition, 
=e asked substitution of himself as applicant in place of 

ollard. 


EXPLOSIVES BY TRUCK 


Destruction of life and property following a collision, near 
Selma, N. C., between a passenger automobile and a truck 
carrying high explosives, has’ caused the Commission to give 
serious consideration to the necessity for amending its regula- 
tions for the highway transportation of high explosives. At 
present the public is protected against such hazard by what is 
known as “five and ten” insurance policies. That means $5,000 
for damage to property and $10,000 for injury or death of 
persons. 

Such a policy, it is suggested, means nothing in a case 
such as was created by the recent destruction of life and prop- 
erty in North Carolina, a number of persons having been killed 
and injured. With a view to getting facts about the matter, the 
Bureau of Explosives of New York which does technical work 
for it in such matters, at the request of the Commission, has 
sent one of its men to the scene of the explosion. The Com- 
mission prescribes the regulations for the transportation of 
high explosives by motor vehicle. Its Bureau of Motor Car- 
riers enforces them. 

Motor carrier organizations, because the Bureau of Ex- 
plosives does much technical work for the railroads in making 
tests of containers and methods of stowing and carriage, have 
shown hostility toward the arrangement. They have objected 
to motor carriers making reports to the Bureau of Explosives 
in cases of accidents on the theory that in so doing they are 
making reports to an agency of a rival method of transporta- 
tion, notwithstanding that the law specifically authorizes the 
Commission to make use of its services for safety. 


PROTECTIVE SERVICE CONTRACTS 


The Commission has assigned Ex Parte No. 137, Contracts 
for Protective Services, for further hearing, April 9, 10 o’clock 
a. m., at the Morrison Hotel, Chicago, before Examiner Sharp. 
Advice as to the scope and purpose of the further hearing has 
been given by Secretary Bartel, as follows: 


This hearing is for the purpose of receiving such evidence as may 
be appropriate with respect to the justness, reasonableness, and con- 
sistency with the public interest of the terms and charges stated in the 
contracts for the furnishing of.protective service against heat or cold 
which have been filed pursuant to the provisions of section 1 (14) (b) 
of the interstate commerce act. 

The closing paragraph of the report herein of October 1, 1941, which 
provides that with each new contract thereafter submitted for approval 
there should be filed such data as may be appropriate in support of the 
proposed terms and charges, has been complied with by but a few car- 
riers. In this connection attention is directed to paragraphs numbered 
1 and 2 on page 155 of the report of July 31, 1941, in this proceeding, 
246 I. C. C. 145. The burden of proof that the proposed terms are in 
harmony with the principles there stated rests upon the carrier party 
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or parties to each contract. In the event that appropriate data has not 
been submitted prior to the hearing now set, such data should be pre- 
sented at the hearing, and, in either event, witnesses qualified to testify 
concerning the services to be performed by the contractor and the cost 
to the contractor of performing such services should be available at the 
hearing. 

It is believed that no carrier can be adequately represented by an 
officer or other employe of the contracting car-line. Each individual 
carrier may, of course, have its own representative at the hearing, but 
at least there should be one or more representatives for each of the 
groups of carriers which are served, respectively, by the American Re- 
frigerator Transit Company, The Burlington Refrigerator Express Co., 
the Fruit Growers Express Co., the Merchants Despatch Transportation 
Corporation, the Pacific Fruit Express Co., the Western Fruit Express 
Co., and the City Ice and Fuel Co. We are informed that certain unit 
prices have been developed as the result of studies conducted by a com- 
mittee composed of representatives of the carriers which are the pro- 
prietors of the Fruit Growers Express Co. Carrier member or members 
of that committee should be available at the hearing. 

It has been observed that the unit prices proposed in contracts 
between the Fruit Growers Express Co. and carriers which are not 
joint owners of that carline are uniformly higher than the prices pro- 
posed for identical units of service to be performed by that carline for 
its proprietary carriers. No data has been submitted in support of the 
reasonableness of different prices for these identical services. It would 
appear to be desirable for the non-proprietary carriers which have con- 
tracts with the Fruit Growers Express Co. to have their own representa- 
tive at the hearing. 


TRUCKER INSISTS ON COMPETING 


“Is it the duty of the Commission to protect the large 
rail interests to such an extent as to allow them to reduce 
their rates and then prevent an individual who is trying to 
make a living from meeting this competition?” 

So asks C. B. Fishbach, dba Fishbach Trucking Co., in 
arguments in support of exceptions to the proposed report 
of Examiner Riegel in I. and S. M-1799, Rubber Products, etc. 
Between Southern and Ohio points, and I. and S. M. 1782, 
Kaylor Transfer Co. Minimum Charges on Rubber and Rubber 
Products. Fishbach says the answer to both questions is no. 

Fishbach proposed to reduce his charges on rubber tires 
from Akron, Mansfield and Newark, O., to southern points, 
Atlanta being one of the important destinations, because, as 
he said, reduction in rail rates was followed by the loss of 
business. Since the railroads had reduced their rates Fish- 
bach said he retained practically no business out of Akron to 
Atlanta, that he got a few shipments out of Newark and knew 
of none out of Mansfield to the Atlanta district. 

The truck line man objected to the examiner’s finding that 
the charges would be so low as to be unreasonable when as 
a matter of fact he had made no finding as to the cost. Fish- 
bach contended he could make a profit on his reduced charges 
ranging from 2.6 to 6.9 cents a mile, his cost being 13 cents 
a mile. The considered traffic, he said, was taken from him 
by the railroads by their reduction of their rates and that the 
rate war, if there was one, referred to by the examiner, was 
started by the railroads. The respondent read the proposed 
report as alleging the suspended rates were unlawful and in 
contravention of the national policy ‘‘because the rails threat- 
ened further to reduce their rates if the proposed rates were 
found to be lawful.” 

Fishbach said he could meet rail competition and still make 
a profit. He inquired whether it was the intent of the law to 
prevent his competing for this traffic by maintaining competi- 
tive rates. 


ARMOUR OVERCHARGE COMPLAINT 


Examiner S. C. Shoup and Florence M. Kiely, Michigan 
member of joint board No. 73, held a hearing at Chicago, 
March 11, in MC C-301, Armour and Company vs. William E. 
Bell, Chicago, doing business as Midway Transit Company, 
motor contract carrier. Paul E. Blanchard, commerce attorney, 
Armour and Company, testified that between May 15, 1939, and 
November 18, 1940, the defendant had overcharged the plaintiff 
10 cents a hundred pounds on numerous shipments of fresh 
meats and packing house products moving in quantities of from 
1,000 to 10,000 pounds from Chicago to Jackson, Lansing, Grand 
Rapids, and Kalamazoo, Mich. Prior to and after the period 
described, he said, the defendant charged 10 cents less than the 
published tariff commodity rates because the shipper’s agents 
at the four destination points made final deliveries. Because of 
a rate clerk’s error, he said, the applicable tariff, published by 
W. L. Meyers, of the Central States Motor Freight Bureau did 
not provide for the 10-cent reduction in 1939 and 1940. He said 
the shipper’s agents had redelivered the shipments in that 
period. He asked that the Commission find the rates com- 
plained of to be unreasonable, adding that his company would 
file a complaint in federal court asking a judgment in what- 
ever amount the Commission should find the company entitled. 

David Axelrod, counsel for the defendant, and Harry 
Slater, attorney for the C. S. M. F. B., appeared in opposition 
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to the complaint. They said that Armour, in its complaint 
had not conformed to Commission rules of practice requiring 
complainants to refer specifically to shipments on which they 
claimed overcharges had been collected. They attempted to 
show that, though allegations had been made that the rates haq 
been unreasonable, the complainant had not attempted to show 
more than that the rates were lower at one time than at 
others. 


Fletcher Replies to Lobby Charges 


Charges made in the House last week about the railroad 
lobby attacking Chairman Mansfield, of the rivers and harbors 
committee (see Traffic World, March 7, p. 648), were dealt with 
in a letter sent by R. V. Fletcher, vice president, Association of 
American Railroads, to the chairman and inserted by the lat- 
ter in the Congressional Record of March 9. 

Mr. Fletcher expressed regret for any criticism that had 
appeared in the press against Chairman Mansfield and said 
the railroads had always had a fair and full opportunity to 
present their views before the Mansfield committee. 

“My years of experience in appearing before committees 
of both houses of Congress lead me to state with the utmost can- 
dor and sincerity that nowhere have the railroad interests been 
accorded fairer or more courteous treatment than they have 
reecived at your hands as chairman of this great committee,” 
said Mr. Fletcher, adding, in part: 


I assert with confidence that there is not a railroad man in the 
United States whose experience has brought him into contact with you 
who does not regard you with great respect and even with affection, 
This feeling is based upon your uniform courtesy, fairness, and im- 
partiality in the conduct of hearings affecting railroad interests. 

I think I am in a position to say that the railroad interests are in 
no way responsible for any criticism appearing in the press or elsewhere 
which reflects upon your ability as a statesman or your character as a 
man. I deny emphatically any imputations or suggestions to the con- 
trary. 

With your usual fairness and restraint, you do not, in your state- 
ment, charge any individual or group with responsibility for unwar- 
ranted newspaper statements or comment. Others have not been so con- 
siderate. I cannot refrain, therefore, from addressing this letter to you 
to renew our assurances of high esteem and to express our regret that 
any newspaper or individual should voice criticism of your conduct as a 
legislator or as a man. 

I may say in this connection that references from time to time in 
Congress to a railroad lobby, charged with expending large amounts for 
propaganda purposes, are entirely unjustified. The Association of Ameri- 
can Railroads, of which I am an officer, has believed itself privileged 
to appear before committees and express such views as seem to be in the 
interest of the industry. Its public-relations department has prepared 
statements and circulated them throughout the country, for the pur- 
pose of informing the public as to the railroad position on public ques- 
tions. It has done no more than this and its expenditures along this line 
have been very moderate. Any suggestion that enormous sums of money 
have been spent in lobbying or in propaganda are entirely unjustified. 


COMMENT ON TRAFFIC STATISTICS 


The Commission’s Bureau of Statistics, in its monthly 
comment on transportation statistics, notes that the reports 
of Class I steam railways for January, 1942, show increases 
in operating revenues exceeding the high percentages of De- 
cember. The bureau says that in appraising the high per- 
centage of increase consideration should be given to the fact 
that for the first four months of 1941 the level of railway 
traffic and revenue was below that prevailing later in the year. 

For January, 1942, in comparison with January, 1941, 
freight revenue increased 26.8 per cent, passenger revenue 38.7 
per cent, express 37.7 per cent, and total railway operating 
revenue 27.4 per cent, said the bureau. Operating expenses, 
it said, increased 29.7 per cent, or slightly more than the per- 
centage of increase in revenue, in January, 1942, operations 
having been conducted with a higher level of wages and higher 
material costs. Railway tax accruals, the bureau said, were 
higher by 42.7 per cent, representing the combined result of 
anticipated higher federal income taxes, higher pay roll taxes, 
and, probably to a lesser extent, higher state taxes. 

The net income of Class I line-haul railways for 1941 
amounted to $501,650,867, the largest figure since 1930, com- 
mented the bureau. That 1941 income, it said, was equal to a 
return of 6.1 per cent on the total common and preferred stock 
outstanding, and to 4.7 per cent on the combined stock and cor- 
porate surplus, as of December 31, 1940. Dividend appropria- 
tions, however, said the bureau, did not increase in proportion 
to the net income. The dividend appropriations increased only 
from $160,000,000 to $186,000,000, it said. 

The volume of freight transported by motor truck in Jan- 
uary, the bureau said, was 11.5 per cent greater than in Jan- 
pary, 1941. That traffic volume, it said, declined 1.8 per cent 
from the December volume, in contrast with a slight increase 
of about 4 per cent in railroad carloadings. 
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Defense Transportation Office 


Advice and assistance would be given to local business 
enterprises seeking to readjust local delivery services as a 
means Of conserving trucks, tires, and other equipment and 
materials, the Office of Defense Transportation announced 
March 12. 


“Effective immediately,” it said, “proposed plans for pool- 
ing deliveries, curtailing services, or other joint action may be 
submitted to the O. D. T. for consideration and approval. 
Under an arrangement worked out by the O. D. T. and the 
Department of Justice, the O. D. T. will submit all such plans 
to the Department for clearance as to their legality under the 
anti-trust laws. 


“Pending the establishment of field offices by the O. D. T., 
proposed plans should be submitted in written form to John L. 
Rogers, director, Division of Motor Transport, Office of Defense 
Transportation, Washington, D. C.” 


A joint statement by the O. D. T. and the Department of 
Justice set forth details of the procedure to be followed in 
submitting proposed plans to the O. D. T. and stated the views 
of the Department of Justice as to the applicability of the anti- 
_ laws to such arrangements. The statement, in part, 
follows: 


The Office of Defense Transportation and the Department of Justice 
are currently receiving many requests from business enterprises con- 
cerning ways of conserving rubber and other vital materials in mak- 
ing local deliveries. Inquiries addressed to the Office of Defense Trans- 
portation ask for help and advice. The Department of Justice is re- 
ceiving inquiries as to the bearing of the anti-trust laws upon voluntary 
collective action to conserve these materials, and likewise complaints 
from consumers and competitors who believe that some prcgram pro- 
posed or already in use violates these laws. 

The Office of Denfense Transportation and the Department of 
Justice are united in a desire to expedite such conservation programs 
and to assure their development along lines which will avoid abuse. 

The Office of Defense Transportation will give advice and assistance 
in the development of such programs. The Department of Justice will 
facilitate this development by reviewing such programs in advance 
when they are submitted to it by the Office of Defense Transportation 
and by indicating in advance its approval of programs which appear 
to be lawful under the anti-trust laws. It will likewise be available to 
prosecute any cases in which such programs are abused or perverted 
contrary to their original intent. 

The two agencies will act in close cooperation in order that the 
readjustment of delivery systems may be as rapid and as free from 
abuse as possible. 


New Appointments 


Director Eastman has announced appointment of the fol- 
lowing in his division of local transport: 


W. S. Rainville, Jr., assistant director, on leave of absence from 
his position as director of the research department of New Orleans 
Public Service, Inc., New Orleans, La. 

Clewell Sykes, chief of the taxicab section, since 1938 managing 
director of the Cab Research Bureau, Inc., Cleveland, O. 

Felix C. Reifschneider, local transport engineer, formerly assistant 


Manager of the transportation department of the Manila Electric Co., 
Manila, P. I. 


Appointment of Philip A. Hollar, as acting director of the 
section of materials and equipment, succeeding Col. Charles D. 
Young, has been announced by Director Eastman. Colonel 
joung, a reserve officer of the army, has been called to active 
uty. 

In addition to the appointment of Mr. Hollar, Director East- 
man announced the appointment of eight consultants. Mr. 
Hollar will be a full time member of Director Eastman’s staff, 
the members of which receive $8,000 a year. The consultants, 
Will receive per diem compensation and travel expenses when 
they are called to perform service. 


At the time of his appointment, Mr. Hollar was a member 
of the staff of the Association of American Railroads, serving as 
a special representative of the operations and maintenance 
department. He was born at Altoona, Pa., in 1903, and was 
graduated from Purdue University. He entered railroad serv- 
lee as a messenger for the Pennsylvania railroad in 1919, and 
after serving as a special apprentice he worked on various 
assignments in the motive power, purchasing and stores de- 
partments, becoming assistant stores manager in 1940. 


It was announced that the eight consultants have been 
appointed to advise Mr. Hollar on technical matters pertain- 
Ing to materials and equipment for various branches of the 
transportation industry. These consultants, and the fields to 
Which they have been assigned, are: 


F, H. Hardin—railroad freight, passenger, and all other types of 
cars, Mr. Hardin is president of the Association of Manufacturers of 
Chilled Car Wheels, New York. 

; Jerome G. Bower—castings and miscellaneous items required in rail 
transportation manufacture and maintenance. Mr. Bower was formerly 
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eastern representative of the Buckeye Steel Castings Company, with 
offices in New York. 

Charles T. Ripley—steam, Diesel, and electric locomotives. Mr. 
Ripley is chief engineer of the Technical Board of the Wrought Steel 
Wheel Industry, Chicago. 

H. L. Hamilton—Diese] engines for railroad propulsion equipment, 
Mr. Hamilton is manager of the Electro-Motive Division of the General 
Motors Corporation, La Grange, Ill. 

Irving B. Babcock—buses, trucks, taxicabs, and replacement parts. 
Mr. Babcock is president and general manager of the General Motors 
Truck Corporation, Pontiac, Mich. 

Harold C. Davis—equipment and supplies for maintenance of buses 
and trucks. Mr. Davis is vice-president of Consolidated Motor Lines, 
Inc., with headquarters in New York City and Hartford, Conn. 

Robert F. Black—equipment on which production has been sus- 
pended, including buses, trucks, fire-fighting apparatus. road work 
equipment, and work equipment for public utilities and communica- 
tions companies. Mr. Black is president of the White Motor Company, 
Cleveland, Ohio. 

A. L. Viles—rubber products, including tires, tubes, insulated wire, 
and belting and other mechanical rubber goods. Mr. Viles is president 
of the Rubber Manufacturers Association, Inc., New York City, and 
chairman of the buying committee of the RFC Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany. 


Carroll W. Brown has been appointed assistant to the 
director of the section of materials and equipment. From 1933 
to 1936 Mr. Brown served on the staff of the Federal Coor- 
dinator of Transportation as assistant director of the section of 
property and equipment. Until recently he had been employed 
as an equipment engineer on construction work at the Ravenna, 
Ohio, Ordnance Plant. 

Appointment of several executives to positions in the divi- 
sion of railway transport was announced March 9 by Director 
Eastman. 


J. M. Hood, president of the American Short Line Railroad 
Association, was named associate director of the division, in 
charge of the southern region. He will maintain headquarters 
in Washington, D. C. He was born at Beach City, O., in 1891. 
He entered railroad service with the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road in 1908. From 1910 to 1912 he was employed in the op- 
erating and mechanical department of the Wheeling and Lake 
Erie Railroad. From 1912 to 1935 he was with the Akron, 
Canton and Youngstown Railroad, becoming operating vice- 
president in 1929. He has been president of the American Short 
Line Railroad Association since 1935. 

Charles E. Johnson, chairman of the Western Association 
of Railway Executives, was appointed associate director of the 
division of railway transport, in charge of the western region. 
He will maintain headquarters at Chicago. He was born at 
St. Elmo, Ill, in 1881. He entered railroad service with the 
Chicago, Paducah and Memphis Railroad in 1897, and later 
worked for the St. Louis South Western, the Chicago and 
Eastern Illinois, the St. Louis-San Francisco, and the Missouri 
Pacific. He was associated with the Kansas City Southern Rail- 
way from 1906 to 1938, becoming president in 1928. He has 
been chairman of the Western Association of Railway Execu- 
tives since 1939. 


Fred S. Keiser, traffic commissioner of the Duluth, Min- 
nesota, Chamber of Commerce, was appointed consultant to the 
associate director in charge of the western region. Mr. Keiser 
will undertake an investigation of prospective iron ore and 
grain movements. 

H. H. Kiernan was appointed assistant to the director of the 
division of railway transport. Mr. Kiernan was graduated from 
Holy Cross College, New Orleans, La., in 1913. After military 
service overseas in World War I, he worked for the Illinois 
Central Railroad, the Peoria Pekin Railroad, and the Chicago 
Great Western Railroad. From 1933 to 1936 he was on the staff 
of the Federal Coordinator of ‘Transportation, becoming as- 
sistant regional director for the western region in 1935. Since 
1936 he has been associated with the Gulf, Mobile and Ohio Rail- 
road and has engaged in independent railway analytical work. 


Industrial Traffic Coordination 


The coordinating of loading, routing and billing of war 
material in contiguous industrial areas should be entrusted to 
experienced industrial traffic men clothed with authority to 
allocate equipment, route traffic and combine shipments for 
the fastest and most efficient transportation, says H. F. C. 
Brown, traffic manager, Wisconsin Gas and Electric Company, 
Racine, Wis., in a letter to Director Eastman, of the O. D. T. 

Using the Racine-Kenosha area as an example, he says he 
is convinced that ‘an industrial traffic man in a defined area— 
one who is thoroughly familiar with air, rail and truck opera- 
tion and rates—if placed in charge of coordinating the loading, 
routing and billing of all outgoing war essential products could 
expedite these shipments with less equipment and at lower 
transportation costs than can the separate industries working 
independently.” Such a man, he adds should have “authority 
to see that necessary transportation equipment is available at 
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plants and, where possible, to combine shipments to work out 
combinations for movements of full loads at load rates.” 

“This is not a time for circuitous routings,” he continues, 
adding that an industrial traffic man, “accustomed to moving 
traffic on schedule would be in a better position to move traffic 
in the most expeditious manner and would be less vulnerable 
than a man now affiliated with a carrier.” 


Freight Routing by Shippers 


Shippers using the railroads have been advised by Director 
Eastman to use normal channels in routing carload traffic, in 
order to avoid overburdening the most direct routes. In re- 
sponse to numerous inquiries from shippers regarding the rout- 
ing of freight traffic, Director Eastman issued the following 
statement: 


At the present time there is no need for imposing any general re- 
strictions upon shippers in the routing of carload traffic, and there is 
no reason why shippers should not follow their usual practice in rout- 
ing such traffic, avoiding, of course, routes that are unduly circuitous 
or otherwise clearly wasteful. In times when expedition in traffic 
movement is a matter of particular concern, shippers naturally tend 
to concentrate their traffic over the shortest and most geographically 
direct routes. Such tendency is quite likely to overburden these direct 
routes, increasing the difficulties of speedy movement. On the other 
hand, continued use of normal routes will tend to prevent undue pres- 
sure on the most direct routes, with the result that the general flow 
of traffic, instead of being retarded, in many cases actually will be 
accelerated. 


Heavier Merchandise Loading 


Much conferring about the asserted scandalously light 
loading of merchandise cars with less-carload traffic, is ex- 
pected to result soon in the promulgation of a plan by the 
Office of Defense Transportation for increasing such loads. The 
idea is that the plan, accompanied by orders, if deemed neces- 
sary, is expected to be put into operation early in April. The 
conferences have been, on the part of Director Eastman’s staff, 
with representatives of railroads and shippers, the National In- 
dustrial Traffic League, among others. 

The less-carload and merchandise committee of the league, 
headed by H. M. Fraser, has discussed the matter with John R. 
Turney, of the division of traffic movement. Less-carload ship- 
ments are estimated to average 5.3 tons a car. That is about 
12 per cent of the weight and 25 per cent of the cubical capacity 
of an ordinary box car. 

The thought is that the freight car situation will become 
more nearly acute in the early summer than hitherto, hence, the 
great interest in heavier merchandise loads, as a method of 
saving cars; also that while there has been much cooperation 
between shippers and carriers there must be more, to bring 
car use up to its highest efficiency. 


Light loading of less-carload freight, however, is only one 
phase of the problem, according to eastern railroads. With- 
drawal of intercoastal and coastwise vessels is said to be caus- 
ing an accumulation of such freight in freight houses in the 
eastern district. That is said to be particularly true of freight 
stations in the New York Harbor area and New England. One 
result of that accumulation is a renewal of the suggestion that 
free time on such freight be reduced from five to two days. 


Routing of Freight 


Editor The Traffic World: 

In regard to your writings on depriving shippers of rout- 
ing authority, if all railroad routing is left to the carriers I 
believe you would see some circuity routing the like of which 
you never imagined. Would not most simplicity be for the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to promulgate a service order 
to require that for a given rate, or short route distance, the 
circuity routing shall not exceed so many miles? 

J. T. Preston, Traffic Manager. 
Roanoke, Va., March 11, 1942. 


Editor The Traffic World: 

Your editorial of March 7, “Routing of Freight,” prompts 
me to ask if you have not overlooked one of the most important 
phases of the entire question, i. e., the ability of the shipper or 
receiver to locate critical items in transit to prevent interrup- 
tions in production. 

For 25 years and more, traffic departments of automobile 
manufacturers have developed special techniques in connec- 
tion with production line operations requiring a constant flow 
of material with low inventories. One of the most valuable 
assets to the continuation of this set-up is the routing of parts 
and materials over the quickest routes, with fullest regard to 
other elements such as tracing, expedited service, diversion or 
reconsignment, etc. Because these things have been important 
in peace-time, they are doubly important in war-time. 

The need for constant flow of parts and material to insure 
continuous production of guns, tanks and airplanes, is mul- 
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tiplied a thousandfold. Under the plan for wide distribution 
of sub-contracts, there are thousands of suppliers now, a; 
against hundreds during normal times. Moreover, there are 
no inventories or banks of material. There must be a cop. 
tinual flow reaching the assembly lines at exactly the right 
time. 
K. A. Moore, General Traffic Manager, 
Automobile Manufacturers Association. 
Detroit, Mich., March 12, 1942. 


Editor The Traffic World: 

Your editorial “Routing of Freight,” March 7, certainly jg 
food for thought. Why any industrial traffic man, so qualifieg 
and called, will, and especially with our country in the pre. 
carious situation it is now in, route war freight or even any 
kind of freight in a circuitous way is beyond me. By so doing 
he is not aiding his country or even himself. 

While lading is on wheels en route to destination, it jg 
definitely of no value to the purchaser. One, two, three, or 
more days longer in transit means that much unnecessary lost 
time, and lost time in the predicament we are now in is gone 
and cannot be made up. 

I have never, to the best of my knowledge, ever routed 
freight just to give it a long ride. Friends are a wonderfy] 
asset, and I believe I have a large number of friends connected 
with carriers who do not participate in traffic over which I con. 
trol the routing because I do inform them that their schedules 
are such that time is lost if my freight is to move via their line 
and connections, as compared with other carriers who have 
faster schedules. I try to be fair with them as well as to 
protect the company in whose employ I may be. 

Do you not think that, instead of depriving the conscientious 
industrial traffic man of the privilege of routing his freight, 
better results will be obtained if the routing of freight remains 
as it is, but that a party be placed in charge as I have suggested 
to Director Eastman? 

I suggest an industrial traffic man because I believe he is 
better qualified, in that he will have no carrier affiliations which 
he might feel inclined to favor of his own free will or volition or 
for other reasons that might be suggested. 

H. F. C. Brown, Traffic Mgr. 
Wisconsin Gas & Eelectric Co., 
Racine, Wis., March 12, 1942. 


New Live Stock Car Service Basis 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The Commission has prescribed a new rule to govern the 
furnishing of cars for live stock in instances in which carriers 
are unable to furnish the sort of car ordered. The new rule is 
covered in car service order No. 71, effective April 1, until fur- 
ther order of the Commission. 

Under the new order, live stock cars, no matter what the 
ownership, in a given terminal, are made available to the 
carrier unable to furnish the sort of car ordered. To that ex- 
tent, that class of equipment is pooled. Any car of the sort 
ordered, on the tracks or storage yards of any other carrier 
is made usable by the carrier needing it to fill an order. 

To make way for the new basis, the commission, by ament- 
ment No. 2 to service order No. 68 has vacated that order s0 
far as it applies to tariff provisions and car service rules re- 
lating to the shipment of live stock. The carriers are to file 
new tariffs containing the substance of this order, so far a 
car service is involved, on ten days’ notice. 

Service order No. 71, after making recitals about the ex- 
istence of a state of war, that certain provisions in tariffs in 
respect of the furnishing of cars result in wasteful use of 
equipment and that such wasteful use of cars is detrimental 
to _— i interest and the prosecution of the war, says it is 
ordered: 


1. That the operation of tariff provisions and car service rules 
under which carriers now furnish follow-lot or trailer cars be, and 
it is hereby, suspended. 

2. That the operation of tariff provisions and car service rules 
under which carriers furnish two or more single-deck cars for 4 
double-deck car or cars ordered; two or more smaller cars for one 0 
more larger car or cars ordered, and a larger car for a smaller ca 
ordered, be, and it is hereby, suspended, to the extent that no carrie? 
shall furnish single-deck cars in lieu of double-deck car or cars ordered, 
two or more smaller cars for a larger car or cars ordered, or a largé 
car for a smaller car ordered, except where such carrier is unable 
furnish the car or cars of the type or size ordered. 

3. That at any station or terminal served by more than oné 
railroad, or by a terminal or switching line, all live stock cars sha! 
be available without regard to the ownership as between carriers, * 
that where a live stock car of a specified type or size is ordered from 
one carrier and such carrier is unable to furnish a car of the type © 
size ordered, a greater number of cars may not be furnished by suci 
carrier in lieu of the car or cars ordered, if a car or cars of the type 
or size ordered are available on the tracks or in the storage yards © 
any other carrier at such station or terminal. 
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March 14, 1942 


Petroleum Transportation 


Tank car companies have begun to convert a number of 
ordinary railroad tank cars into cars capable of transporting 
essential liquefied petroleum gases used in making 100-octane 
gasoline and other war products, according to Petroleum Co- 
ordinator Ickes. The Commission has authorized such con- 
version under its powers with respect to regulating the trans- 
portation of explosives. ; 

Coordinator Ickes has approved a plan for equitable allo- 
cation of available oil tanker space developed by the industry 
transportation committee for District 1. 

The creation in the Office of Petroleum Coordinator of a 
new division of petroleum supply, with Robert Lee Minckler 
in charge as director, was announced by Coordinator Ickes. 

It will be the responsibility of the new division to coor- 
dinate action on the many complicated and overlapping petro- 
Jeum supply problems in a manner that will assure the avail- 
ability of the required kinds of products at the right time and 
the right place, in quantities which, so far as possible, will 
meet demands, according to Deputy Coordinator Ralph K. 
Davies, who added: 


Many of the supply problems confronting the oil industry in meet- 
ing its war obligations affect more than one functional division of the 
industry: that is, production, refining, transportation and marketing. 
Actions taken in one functional division may affect the operations of 
another. The solution of a problem may be found partly in one division 
and partly in another. There may be a choice of solutions, one affecting 
one division, another affecting some other division. 

To correlate the functional activities so that the proper quantities 
of the proper kinds and qualities of products are at the proper places 
at the proper time, the division of petroleum supply has been created. 

This division will be fully informed as to the military and civilian 
requirements for petroleum products, and the sources and availability 
of supplies. The division will be responsible for determination of the 
character and extent of changes in production, transportation, refining 
and marketing activities which affect quantity, character and location 
of supplies. 

Mr. Minckler comes to the coordinator’s staff from his duties with 
the General Petroleum Corporation of California, with which he was 
connected since July, 1924, when he went to work in the comptroller’s 
department. A large part of his work was involved with statistical 
study. In 1934, he became assistant to the president of the company. 
He was also a member of the board of directors and chairman of the 
company’s supply committee, 


Revenue Freight Loading 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended March 7, totaled 
770,697 cars, according to the Association of American Rail- 
roads. The increase above the corresponding week in 1941 
was 28,080 cars or 3.8 per cent, and above the same week in 
1940 was 150,101 cars or 24.2 per cent. 

Loading of revenue freight the week ended March 7 de- 
creased 10,722 cars or 1.4 per cent below the preceding week. 

All districts reported increases compared with the cor- 
responding week in 1941 except the Eastern and Pocahontas. 
All districts .reported increases over 1940. 


1942 1941 1940 
5 weeks of January ......sccccccces 3,858,273 3,454,409 3,215,565 
4 weeks of February .....cccccccece 3,122,773 2,866,565 2,465,685 
Week of March 7 ......ccccccccccce 77U,697 742,617 620,596 
MOM, tigen. ctu e creas wseee seas 7,751,743 7,063,591 6,301,846 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended March 
7 and for the corresponding period last year was reported as 
follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 6,660 and 6,230; live 
stock, 1,131 and 983; coal, 31,467 and 32,805; coke, 3,905 and 4,209; for- 
est products, 2,353 and 2,315; ore, 1,908 and 1,540; merchandise, L. C. 
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L., 40,024 and 41,373; miscellaneous, 75,413 and 79,298; total, 
162,861; 1941, 168,753; 1940, 137,790. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 4,597 and 3,834; live 
stock, 906 and 765; coal, 40,219 and 42,189; coke, 6,022 and 6,207; forest 
products, 970 and 1,158; ore, 3,587 and 3,969; merchandise, L. C. L., 
29,734 and 29,513; miscellaneous, 86,240 and 80,363; total, 1942, 172,275; 
1941, 167,998; 1940, 127,911. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 253 and 257; live 
stock, 76 and 69; coal, 29,698 and 37,829; coke, 721 and 694; forest prod- 
ucts, 749 and 642; ore, 109 and 88; merchandise, L. C. L., 4,662 and 
5,825; miscellaneous, 7,692 and 6,942; total, 1942, 43,960; 1941, 52,346; 
1940, 43,708. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,497 and 2,160; live 
stock, 746 and 750; coal, 20,533 and 22,314; coke, 658 and 442; forest 
products, 12,497 and 12,124; ore, 1,588 and 1,345; merchandise, L. C. L., 
25,385 and 28,381; miscelianeous, 56,319 and 46,387; total, 1942, 120,223; 
1941, 113,903; 1940, 99,269. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 11,624 and 7,671; 
live stock, 2,574 and 2,252; coal, 6,796 and 7,643; coke, 2,133 and 2,112; 
forest products, 14,577 and 10,944; ore, 397 and 430; merchandise, L. C. 
L., 16,410 and 18,936; miscellaneous, 38,869 and 33,873; total, 1942, 93,- 
380; 1941, 83,861; 1940, 72,803. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 8,925 and 7,578; 
live stock, 4,466 and 3,292; coal, 11,990 and 11,258; coke, 226 and 326; 
forest products, 7,565 and 6,864; ore, 5,308 and 4,897; merchandise, 
22,664 and 24,526; miscellaneous, 55,310 and 44,219; total, 1942, 116,454; 
1941, 103,960; 1940, 93,210. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,800 and 3,383; 
live stock, 790 and 803; coal, 4,670 and 4,898; coke, 99 and 129; forest 
products, 4,426 and 4,338; ore, 444 and 333; merchandise, L. C. L., 
9,640 and 10,356; miscellaneous, 37,675 and 27,556; total, 1942, 61,544; 
1941, 51,796; 1940, 45,905. 


1942, 


CAR SURPLUS REPORT 
For the week ended March 7 U. S. railroads reported an 
average daily surplus of 61,217 freight cars, according to the 
car service division of the Association of American Railroads. 
It was made up as follows: Plain box, 18,206; auto box, 3,179; 
total box, 21,385; flat, 2,398; gondola, 8,464; hopper, 12,880; 
total coal, 21,344; and miscellaneous, 16,090. 


Ohio Valley Board Meeting 


Loadings of 18 commodities, on which reports were made 
at the spring meeting of the Ohio Valley Transportation Ad- 
visory Board at Columbus, O., March 10, will be 33.8 per cent 
higher in the second quarter of 1942 than they were in the 
second quarter of 1941. Actual loadings in the second quarter 
of 1941 were 790,550 cars, and estimated loadings in the second 
quarter of 1942 are 1,057,700. An increase of more than 
253,000 cars was predicted in the loading of coal due largely 
to the interference with the movement in the spring of 1941 
because of the miners’ strike, the committee said. That in- 
crease would be 40 per cent over the 1941 loadings. Heavy per- 
centage increases were also predicted in the loadings of gravel, 
sand and stone, 20 per cent; chemicals ana explosives, 19.9 per 
cent; fertilizer, 15 per cent; paper, 14.3 per cent, and live stock, 
10 per cent. Loadings of lime and plaster and agricultural 
implements were expected to be the same this year as last. 
On all other reported commodities, increases were predicted. 

R. E. Howe, president, Appalachian Coals, Inc., spoke on 
“Coal in War Time,” at a luncheon arranged jointly by the 
Columbus Chamber of Commerce and the Columbus Trans- 
portation Club. He spoke of the railroads and the coal in- 
dustry as “industrial Siamese twins,” pointing out that the 
railroads received 20 per cent of their freight revenue from coal 
and that they, in turn, were the coal industry’s largest cus- 
tomer. The preparation of the coal industry to handle the 
added demands of war “have kept pace with its twin,” said he, 
describing the mechanization of mines and other things that 
had been done to step up production. He suggested that the 
railroads and other industries stock coal so as to level the peak 
of demand and fill the valley of seasonal slump. 

J. M. Peters, traffic manager, Delco-Remy Corporation, 





Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, March 7 


Grain and Live 
Grain Prod. Stock Coa. 
1942 38,356 10,689 145,373 
Total all roads March 7....... o- 4 1941 31,113 9,914 158,936 
1940 30,548 10,972 123,286 
Preceding week Feb. 28......... - -1942 37,351 10,470 162,500 
Per cent increase OVEr........ss.- 1941 23.3 7.8 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1941 8.5 
Per cent increase Over ......+0+- 1940 25.6 17.9 
Per cent decrease under ........ 1940 2.6 
1942 403,998 117,343 LS71,727 
Cumulative 10 weeks to March 7 1941 304,232 108,224 1,501,553 
1940 306,641 115,719 1,475,249 
Per cent increase over........- - 1941 32.8 8.4 4.7 
Per cent decrease under....... . 1941 
Per cent increase over .........- 1940 31.7 1.4 6.5 
Per cent decrease under ........ 1940 
—_—_—_—_—_— 


Per cent to 15 year average, 109.1. 


Forest Mdse. 

Coke Products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
13,764 43,137 13,341 148,519 357,518 770,697 
14,119 38,385 12,602 158,910 318,638 742,617 

8,962 31,564 10,402 149,289 255,573 620,596 
14,455 45,328 12,853 143,542 354,920 781,41 

12.4 5.9 12.2 3.8 

25 6.5 
36.7 28.3 39.9 24.2 

53.6 oS 
142,216 435,981 130,741 1,456,210 3,493,527 7,751,743 
137,853 78,230 125,757 1,484,673 3,023,069 7,063,591 
111,773 299,844 97,749 1,423,637 2,471,234 6,301,846 
3.2 15.3 4.0 15.6 9.7 

1.9 
27.2 45.4 33.8 2.3 41.4 23.0 
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Anderson, Ind., general chairman of the board, presided at the 
business session. C. H. Dietrich, executive vice-chairman, 
freight claim division, Association of American Railroads, spoke 
on the activities of the coming April Perfect Shipping Month. 
He said that, “due to war conditions, the holding of meetings on 
any such scale as we attempted during the previous campaigns 
will be out of the question, but a complete coverage of the 
entire country will be made with suitable posters and appropri- 
ate pamphlets.” A special effort will be made to interest railroad 
operating executives in the campaign this year, said he, and 
through them the supervising offices and employes, “particu- 
larly those engaged in the handling of merchandise freight 
through freight houses and those engaged in the switching of 
cars at terminals.” 

Although all the figures were not as yet in, he said the loss 
and damage bill for 1941 would be about $23,000,000, or ap- 
proximately 10 per cent over 1940. It appeared as though the 
increase was much heavier in the closing months of 1941, he 
added, and “unless prompt steps are taken to turn this upward 
trend, our 1942 account will be something none of us will be 
proud of.” The job was made more difficult, he said, because 
of the increased volume of traffic and the necessity for employ- 
ing “thousands of new men unfamiliar with the work.” 

W. J. McGarry, manager, open car section, car service 
division, A. A. R., spoke on national transportation conditions. 
There were reports from the traffic committee, J. G. Young, 
chairman; the car efficiency committee, R. H. Hagerman, chair- 
man; the loss and damage prevention committee, R. A. Ellison, 
chairman; the legislative committee, Freeman Bradford, chair- 
man, and the railroad contact committee, A. F. McSweeney, 
chairman. 


W. P. B. TRANSPORTATION BRANCH 


The War Production Board has announced creation of a 
transportation branch in its bureau of industry branches of 
the division of industry operations, headed by Andrew Steven- 
son, formerly securities analyst with the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission, acting chief of the automotive, transpor- 
tation and farm equipment branch of the Office of Civilian 
Supply of the Office of Production Management, and chief of 
the transportation and farm equipment branch of W. P. B. 

In explanation of the creation of this and other branches, 
the W. P. B. said the branch chief would, among other things, 
assist the industry assigned to him in the procurement of 
materials and equipment. 


ONE-DAY RELEASE OF REFRIGERATORS 


Emphasizing that the refrigerator car situation is becom- 
ing more critical, the Commission’s Bureau of Service has 
sent a letter to all those who have been in correspondence 
with it requesting that each take action to unload and release 
equipment of that character on the day of its receipt. 

Cars used for the movement of fruits and vegetables, the 
letter points out, need this expedited terminal service. The 
situation, the letter says, has become more critical by reason 
of the withdrawal of intracoastal boats which, up to this 
time, have handled a large volume of perishable freight from 
Florida to the north. 

The letter applies not only to refrigerator but also to 
ventilator cars. It urges chambers of commerce and other 
organizations to make efforts to have cars unloaded and re- 
leased for further service on the day of receipt. It is in the 
nature of a follow-up of the conference Commissioner John- 
son had with fruit and vegetable men (see Traffic World, 
February 7, p. 375). That conference itself followed earlier 
ones, all of which were brought to a climax by the issuance of 
Service Order No. 68 and others. 


LAKE CARGO COAL MOVEMENT 


Steps to get the lake cargo coal movement under way this 
spring as early as possible have been taken by Secretary of the 
Interior Ickes, acting as solid fuels coordinator. An early start 
this year, said he, would be a big boost in helping the coal 
mining and transporting industries to meet the expanded coal 
requirements under the handicaps of war and its repercussions. 
Large consumers of vessel-borne coal, he said, had indicated a 
willingness to begin accepting coal for storage as soon as the 
shipments could be started. Continuing, he said: 


The ordinary navigation season insurance rates for the Great Lakes 
carriers usually become effective on or about April 15. Higher insur- 
ance rates are generally charged for shipments prior to that date. The 
Office of Solid Fuels Coordination is helping shippers and transporters 
to get the ‘‘pre-season’’ rates reduced sufficiently to permit practicable 
operations should navigation conditions make shipments possible. 

Coal carrying vessels also are used for the transportation of iron 
ore. The Office of Solid Fuels Coordination expects a heavy increase 
in the demand for vessels and other facilities for the transportation of 
ore during the 1942 navigation season from the Northwestern ranges 
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to the steel mills of the east. This, together with the increase expecteg 
in the demand for coal, is expected to add new burdens to lake carrie; 
facilities. It is entirely possible that this year part of the coal Joaq 
which normally would have gone by lake may have to be shifted to 
the railroads. 


WILLIAMSON TO ARMY SUPPLY OFFICE 


W. J. Williamson, general traffic manager, Sears Roebuck 
and Company, Chicago, has been made a colonel in the Uniteg 
States Army and has been appointed deputy director of the 
transportation section in the division of distribution under 
General B. B. Somervell, chief of supply. His duties will jp- 
clude the supervision of movements of food, clothing and other 
supplies to troops in the United States and overseas. His head- 
quarters are at Washington. 

Col. Williamson will retain his chairmanship of the man- 
agement committee for the 1942 Perfect Shipping Month freight 
loss and damage prevention campaign. 

Paul W. Brown, who has been assistant general traffic 
manager for Sears Roebuck and Company, will be acting gen- 
eral traffic manager while Col. Williamson is on leave of 
absence on his new duties. Mr. Brown has been with the com- 
pany since 1929, serving first in the operating department, and 
then as office assistant to the operating vice-president before 
his appointment as assistant general traffic manager in 1935. 


W. P. B. Container Action 


The War Production Board has revised and extended until 
June 30 preference rating order P-79, which is designed to 
encourage the use of non-metal containers. 

The revised form brings paper containers within the order 
and permits producers of non-metal containers to apply the 
ratings to obtain materials which can then be transferred to 
packers for assembly of knocked-down or unassembled con- 
tainers, according to W. P. B., which adds: 


The order continues to aid the operations of the cooperage, wooden 
container, and paper board container industries. A rating of A-5, as 
in the original order, is assigned to deliveries of ferrous material, de- 
fined as }.roducts made principally from iron or steel, except wire, to 
which a rating of A-7 is now applicable. Under terms of the original 
order, deliveries of wire had only an A-8 rating. 

Producers are restricted in the application of the ratings to those 
quantities and kinds of ferrous materials specifically authorized for 
rating by the Director of Industry Operations on Form PD-82, 

All of the non-metal containers groups covered by the order may 
also use the A-5 rating to obtain tools used up in production, such as 
saws, bits, drills, and knives. 

A feature of the revised P-79 permits cooperatives to apply ratings 
to obtain materials which can then be distributed to their members ac- 
cording to a specified procedure. 


Paper Box Specifications 

The containers branch of the War Production Board has 
requested manufacturers of folding and set-up boxes to re- 
vise specifications for certain boxes in order to reduce con- 
sumption of paper board. ' 

The requested revisions include reductions in density and 
finish in the box board used in various types of boxes, and a 
standardization in design and elimination of some sizes. 

The suggested changes in specifications relate particularly 
to boxes for baked goods, cereals, confectionery, cosmetics, 
crackers, dairy products, hardware products, medicinal prod- 
ucts, retailers’ boxes, soap, sporting goods, textile goods, tobacco 
and related products, and toys. 

William W. Fitzhugh, chief of the folding and set-up box 
section of the containers branch, explained in a letter to manu- 
facturers that many of the suggested specifications were already 
being practiced by some members of the industry, but that the 
section desired that all manufacturers become familiar with 
them. Further technical information may be obtained from 
the section at the War Production Board at Washington, says 
Mr. Fitzhugh. 


REVENUE TRAFFIC STATISTICS 


For the twelve months ended with December, 1941, Class 
I steam railways, exclusive of switching and terminal com- 
panies, had freight revenues totaling $4,445,012,714 and _ pas- 
senger revenues totaling $514,663,742 as against $3,530,082,135 
and $416,935,765, respectively, for the same 1940 period, ac- 
cording to a Commission compilation of revenue traffic statis- 
tics of those roads, statement M-220. The roads carried 
2,290,265,836 revenue tons and 486,582,138 revenue passengers 
for the 1941 period as against 1,849,896,154 and 453,891,944, 
respectively, for the 1940 period. 

For December, 1941, the roads had freight revenues total- 
ing $389,410,480, passenger revenues totaling $53,793,213, car- 
ried 193,539,344 revenue tons, and carried 44,725,171 revenue 
passengers, aS compared with $307,717,628, $40,867,440, 199,- 
510,690 and 40,159,005, respectively, for December 1940. 
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Tt. P. & W. Strike 


George P. McNear, Jr., president of the Toledo, Peoria 
and Western, on which a strike of train service workers has 
peen in progress since late in December, wired the quarter- 
master general of the United States Army March 12 suggest- 
ing that he attempt to get the Department of Justice to in- 
sruct the United States marshal at Peoria, Ill., to enforce 
the federal injunction against violence on the part of the 
strikers handed down by Judge J. Leroy Adair on January 3. 
The telegram was sent after renewed outbreaks of violence, 
subsequent to the refusal of the federal judge to dissolve the 
injunction, March 9, on the petition of attorneys for the 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen and the Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen. - 

McNear said he appealed to Army authorities because 
picket lines were preventing the interchange of traffic at East 
Peoria between the T. P. & W. and its connections there—the 
Rock Island, the Burlington, and the Peoria and Pekin Union— 
thus interfering with the transportation of war materials. 
Other violence included a resumption of the breaking of switch 
lights and the burning of two switch shanties. 

It was reported that the strikers had been joined on the 
picket lines by members of American Federation of Labor and 
Cc I. O. unions. Those organizations, it was said, took the 
position that the injunction, which limited the number of 
pickets permitted at specified points to three, applied only to 
the striking brotherhoods and not to the outside unions. 

The plea of the brotherhoods for a dissolution of the in- 
junction was based on the argument that the railroad, having 
“defied” the order of the War Labor Board to submit the 
dispute to arbitration, was not entitled to the protection of the 
federal courts. At the request of both parties, Judge Adair, 
after denying the motion to dissolve the injunction, postponed 
the trial of a number of strikers for violation of the in- 
junction until March 23. The postponement was granted on 
the request of attorneys for both parties, the brotherhoods 
pleading that one of their counsel was ill, and the railroad 
officials saying they wanted more time for the preparation of 
evidence. 


Trial of Mr. McNear and other railroad officials on the 
charge of interfering with union organization activities on the 
railroad is set for April 6. 


Arbitration Conference Fails 


The allegation of brotherhood counsel that the railroad 
officials were in defiance of the order of the War Labor Board 
was based on the refusal of Mr. McNear to appear person- 
ally or by counsel at a conference held at the brotherhoods’ 
strike headquarters March 7 by John F. Murray, mediator for 
the National Mediation Board. He had been sent to Peoria 
by the board in response to the War Labor Board order to 
obtain an arbitration agreement from both parties. Before 
that, however, Mr. McNear had wired the War Labor Board 
his refusal to enter into such an agreement on the grounds 
that, since the railroad was handling traffic promptly, the 
strike was not interrupting service necessary ‘‘to the effec- 
tive prosecution of the war,” as alleged by the board, and that, 
therefore, the board had no jurisdiction (see Traffic World 
March 7, p. 639). 

Following the refusal of Mr. McNear to appear at the 
conference, Mediator Murray made no further efforts to ob- 
tain an arbitration agreement from him, although it was re- 
ported, March 12, that he was still in Peoria. 


Jurisdiction of W. L. B. 


Questions have arisen as to how the T. P. & W. could be 
“ordered” to arbitrate by the National War Labor Board and 
hw the T. P. & W. situation is different from the dispute 
involving the demands of the organized railroad employes for 
a Wage increase recently which was handled by an emergency 
board appointed by the President under the railway labor 
act. 


The War Labor Board ordered the parties to submit their 
controversy to arbitration under an arbitration agreement as 
provided in section 8 of the railway labor act, having found 
that “work of its (T. P. & W.) employes, which contributes 
lo the effective prosecution of the war, was interrupted on 
December 28, 1941, and that this interruption still continues.” 

The board acted, it is contended, on authority of the 
executive order issued by President Roosevelt creating the 
board which says that after it has taken jurisdiction of a dis- 
pute “the board shall finally determine the dispute, and for 
this purpose may use mediation, voluntary arbitration, or 
arbitration under rules established by the board.” The execu- 
uve order says nothing about penalties to be inflicted on 
parties who refuse to obey the board’s orders. 

The executive order says it does not apply to labor dis- 
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putes for which procedures for adjustment or settlement are 
otherwise provided until those procedures have been exhausted. 
The order says that representatives of labor and industry met in 
conference at the call of the President December 17, 1941, and 
it had been agreed that for the duration of the war there should 
be no strikes or lockouts and that all labor disputes should be 
settled by peaceful means. 

The dispute on the T. P. & W. was not referred to an 
emergency fact-finding board appointed by the President un- 
der section 10 of the railway labor act because the National 
Mediation Board did not certify to the President that the 
strike on the T. P. & W. threatened substantially to interrupt 
interstate commerce to a degree such as to deprive any sec- 
tion of the country of essential transportation service, as pro- 
vided by section 10. If the mediation board had made such 
certification, the President might, in his discretion, as pro- 
vided by the section, have created a board to investigate and 
report on the dispute. 

In the big wage case the mediation board made such cer- 
tification and the President created a board. 

President McNear, of the T. P. & W., has insisted that 
the mediation board should make such a certification and 
that what is needed is a Presidential fact-finding board to go 
into the entire matter of working rules thoroughly (see Traf- 
fic World, Jan. 3, p. 39). 


McNear Scored In Senate 


Senator Mead, of New York, brought the T. P. & W. dis- 
pute before the Senate, March 10, with the submission of a 
memorandum reviewing the matter in opposition to the posi- 
tion taken by President McNear. The Senator said that Mr. 
McNear, whom he called a “labor baiter,”’ since 1929 had 
attempted to force sub-standard conditions of labor on his 
employes. 

“With the defiant attitude of a dictator,” said Senator 
Mead, “he has refused to listen to the Department of Labor, 
the United States Railway Labor Board, the conciliators of 
the Labor Department, and the mediators appointed by the 
President of the United States.” 


Board Makes Final Arbitration Plea 


The National War Labor Board, March 12, in a statement, 
said that, in the name of the government of the United States, 
it again unanimously and for the last time called on the man- 
agement of the Toledo, Peoria and Western Railroad to accept 
arbitration of the dispute on that railroad in accordance with 
the order of the board. The board said the brotherhoods in- 
volved had accepted its arbitration proposal but that the com- 
pany had rejected the proposal four times when made by four 
different federal agencies, and refused to cooperate with a 
special mediator of the War Labor Board and the National 
Mediation Board. 

“The government has been patient,” the board said, “but 
there is a point beyond which patience becomes an act of 
disloyalty to a people who have seen stronghold after strong- 
hold of freedom go down because men and materials to save 
them arrived too late.” 

The board said that, in this time of dire necessity for 
the quick maximum transportation of all materials as part of 
total war, any refusal to settle a railroad labor dispute involv- 
ing a small but vital link in overland transportation between 
the oceans was intolerable to the American people in their 
struggle to remain free. 


If the T. P. & W. again refused to accept arbitration, it 
was believed that the War Labor Board would make a recom- 
mendation to the President to take specific action. What that 
recommendation might be was not indicated but there was the 
possibility that the board might recommend that the Presi- 
dent take over the road for operation. Under the act of August 
29, 1916, the President has authority, through the Secretary 
of War, to take possession and assume control of any system of 
transportation “or any part thereof” and to utilize the same 
“as may be needful or desirable.” 


Interviewed at Chicago, March 13, Wayne L. Morse, public 
member of the War Labor Board, said he regarded the T. P. 
& W.’s refusal to obey the board’s order to arbitrate as the first 
test of the powers of the board. It was his view that the board 
operated under powers delegated by the President and was 
mandated to eliminate labor disputes for the period of the war. 
Where it was unable to do that, he added, its only recourse was 
to advise the President, under his war powers, to take over 
the property on which the dispute existed. That would be 
done with reference to the T. P. & W. if it persisted in refus- 
ing to accept arbitration, he said. 


So far as that phase of the T. P. & W. matter was con- 
cerned, he said, he considered it apart from the merits of the 
dispute, which had come into existence before the general 
agreement of industry and organized labor to avoid strikes 
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for the duration of the war and before the appointment of the 
War Labor Board. He said he was certain that both sides in 
the dispute would receive a fair hearing from whoever might 
be appointed arbitrator and that the arbitration hearings would 
be public. 


ARBITRATION ACT AMENDMENT 


Senator Maloney, of Connecticut, has introduced S. 2350, 
a bill to amend the United States arbitration act of February 
12, 1925. He said he had introduced the measure at the request 
of those who had made a special study of the subject. The 
legislation is designed to facilitate the use of arbitration in 
settling commercial disputes. Principal objectives of the pro- 
posed amendments are: Extension of the act to embrace writ- 
ten agreements to arbitrate labor controversies; extension of the 
act to written arbitration agreements entered into by officers 
and agencies of the United States; extension of the act to agree- 
ments to arbitrate causes which may be justifiable in the courts 
of the United States; removal of the jurisdictional requirement 
of $3,000; clarification of the act with respect to ex parte ar- 
bitrations; and clarification of the act with respect to the use 
of provisional remedies. 


RETIREMENT BOARD TO CHICAGO 
The moving of the Railroad Retirement Board to Chicago 
will begin April 1, according to the Office of Decentralization 
Service, Public Buildings Administration, Federal Works 
Agency. The board will occupy the 12-story American Fore 
building, 844 Rush St., purchased by the government for 
$1,500,000, according to the F. W. A. It said the new head- 
quarters provided approximately 180,000 square feet of office 
space and that the transfer would release more than 200,000 
square feet of space in Washington. It was estimated, it said, 
that approximately 60 per cent of the board’s personnel would 

go to Chicago. The board has about 1,500 employes. 


UNION LABOR CONTROL BILL 


Representative Gibson, of Georgia, has introduced H. R. 
6777, a bill giving effect to a resolution unanimously adopted 
at the last convention of the Railroad Yard Masters of North 
America, Inc., calling for legislation regulating labor unions. 
The bill, among other things, would limit union leadership 
to American or Canadian citizens; would require labor leaders 
tc have had at least six months experience in the occupation 
represented by their organizations; would require bonding of 
union officials handling funds; would make membership in 
labor unions voluntary and would make strikes illegal if made 
effective before a 60-day cooling-off period. Maurice R. 
Franks, representative of the yard masters’ organization, said 
his organization was comprised of men who had been in the 
labor movement, on the average, for more than twenty years, 
and that they believed the bill would “greatly rectify the 
present chaotic industrial situation and further believe that the 
passage of this bill has a good chance, in that it comes from a 
group of men who understand the trials and tribulations of the 
labor movement.” The bill would deny those not complying 
therewith benefits of the national labor relations act. 


BUYING OF COAL URGED 
A large number of coal consumers have been following 
their customary practice of buying coal on a “hand-to-mouth” 
basis and are depending on uninterrupted production and trans- 
portation schedules to keep them supplied with coal, says 
Howard A. Gray, acting director of solid fuels coordination, in 
an appeal to consumers to build up their coal stocks now. 


TRANSPORTATION OF SCRAP METAL 

Edwin C. Barringer, president of the Scrap Iron and Steel 
Institute, Inc., testifying before a subcommittee of the House 
military affairs, said the industry favored a reduction in the 
60.000-pound minimum on scrap and that the rates on scrap 
should not be increased March 18 as proposed by the railroads 
under the authority granted in Ex Parte 148. The minimum on 
scrap which loads lightly, such as auto bodies and fenders, 
should be reduced, according to the witness, because that class 
of scrap can not be loaded to the 60,000 minimum. 


Oo. P. A. TRANSPORT ASSISTANT 


Dewey C. Wayne, who recently resigned from the staff 
of the Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., 
to join the staff of G. Lloyd Wilson, director of O. P. A.’s 
transportation division (see Traffic World, Feb. 28, p. 602), 
has been made assistant director of the O. P. A. division. Mr. 
Wayne formerly was traffic manager of the American Short 
Line Railroad Association, was receiver of the Louisiana South- 
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ern Railway Co., was with the Mississippi Valley Barge Line 
and the Baltimore and Ohio. 


LAND GRANT RATE REPEAL 


The House committee on interstate and foreign commerce 
March 11, ordered a favorable report on the Lea bill, H. R. 
6156, which would complete the repeal of land-grant deduction 
rates on government traffic. The action was taken without 
a record vote. There were no amendments. 

Congress, in the transportation act, 1940, repealed the land- 
grant deduction rates with respect to government traffic other 
than military and naval traffic. The Lea bill would take off 
the rates as to the latter traffic. 

Hearings were recently held by the committee on the bil] 
(see Traffic World, Feb. 21, p. 509, and Feb. 28, p. 583). 





CAR SURPLUS REPORT 


U. S. railroads reported an average daily surplus of 59,118 
freight cars for the week ended February 28, according to the 
car service division of the Association of American Railroads. 
It was made up as follows: Plain box, 18,711; auto box, 3,318: 
total box, 22,029; flat, 2,355; gondola, 8,394; hopper, 12,074: 
total coal, 20,468; and miscellaneous, 14,266. 


-N. Y. Shippers’ Conference 


The Shipper’s Conference of Greater New York, at a 
meeting March 11, adopted a resolution opposing proposals 
of motor carriers to assess special charges for the loading and 
unloading of trucks at New York piers. It also voted to apply 
to the state commission for the suspension of intrastate motor 
rates filed in connection with the state motor carrier act. 
Because of conflict of interests among its members, the con- 
ference voted to take no action as to Docket 19843, all-com- 
modity rates, Erie Railroad. 

Reports made at the meeting, on which there was no 
action, included one by W. L. Thornton, Jr., traffic manager, 
Port of New York Authority, on tariffs of the Middle Atlantic 
Motor Carrier Conference naming charges for pick-up and 
delivery service. He said the conference’s executive commit- 
tee had filed a petition for suspension with the Commission, 
and that the tariffs had been suspended until October 2, with 
the hearing set for Washington March 27. 

G. E. Mace, traffic manager, Commerce and Industry 
Association, announced that that association would hold an 
open meeting March 25 at which Commissioner Rogers would 
speak on “Motor Truck Transportation and the War,” and 
answer questions from the floor. 

C. M. Smith, traffic manager, H. L. Greer Company, was 
elected chairman of the conference. He entered transporta- 
tion work with the Delaware and Lackawanna in 1911, and 
served successively with E. I. DuPont de Nemours Com- 
pany, the American Cotton Oil Company, and the United 
States Intercoastal Conference. He is president of the Chain 
Store Traffic League. Others elected include: First vice- 
chairman John H. Pretzell, traffic manager, Standard Brands, 
Inc.; second vice-chairman, Fred L. Pomeroy, traffic manager, 
Vanadium Corporation of America; secretary-treasurer, R. H. 
Goebel, Rubber Manufacturers’ Association. 


NO STEEL STRAPPING RESTRICTIONS 


Steel strapping comes under the heading of “operating 
supplies,” as interpreted by government authorities, and as 
such carries a rating of A-10 under preference rating order 
P-100 of the War Production Board, according to a state- 
ment issued by the Acme Steel Company. The rating order 
forbids the application of the rating to “non-ferrous material 
to be used as packaging supplies,” and some shippers have as- 
sumed this to restrict the use of steel strapping, the statement 
says, although steel is a ferrous material. 

There is sufficient steel available, it continues, especially 
for uses where no conservation of needed material results 
from its replacement with substitutes. In addition, it points 
out, steel strapping permits the use of lighter container mate- 
rials and helps to insure safe delivery of war and civilian 
products. 


UNION PACIFIC PURCHASES 


The Union Pacific, through its president, W. M. Jeffers, 
has announced the ordering of 30 steam locomotives; 1,000 
50-ton steel ballast cars, and 1,000 50-ton drop bottom gondola 
cars, at a total cost of $12,500,000. The locomotives, to cost 
$300,000 each, will be of the 4-6-6-4 type, with a length of 121 
feet 6 inches each and a tender carrying 25,000 gallons of water 
and 28 tons of coal. 
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Trafifie Lesson No. 42 


Forty-Second of a Series of Fifty-Two Articles on the Fundamentals of Freight Traffic by 
G. Lloyd Wilson—Shipping Documents (Part 1) 


Shipping documents used in railroad freight transporta- 

tion in the United States have been developed over a 
period of more than a century. These standardized documents 
are used to cover millions of points of origin and destination. 
They are the outgrowth of the bills of lading used by carriers 
engaged in ocean commerce and inland waterway transporta- 
tion. They include papers of several different types, including: 


1. Railroad bills of lading. 

2. Railroad shipping papers, including way-bills, freight bills, 
notices Of arrival, freight receipts, accounting department copies, and 
record copies used by the carriers to cover shipments en route, collect- 
ing charges, and proving delivery of the shipments. 

3. Special documents, such as bonds of indemnity, statements, and 
miscellaneous documents used for special purposes. 


Functions of Railroad Bills of Lading 


Railroad bills of lading are the foundation on which all 
other shipping documents rest. They serve several distinct 
purposes. 

They serve as the contract of transportation subject to the 
terms and conditions contained in them. These contracts or 
bills of lading are signed by the carrier, or its authorized agent 
or representative, and by the consignor or shipper, or by his 
authorized agent. The railroad bill of lading serves also as a 
receipt for the goods. It is not a receipt for a definite quantity 
of goods but for a shipment consisting of certain goods of the 
kind and amount stated by the shipper in the bill of lading. 
The receipt reads: 


Received, subject to classifications and tariffs in effect on the date 
of the issue of this bill of lading . . . the property described below, 
contents and condition of contents of packages unknown, marked, 
consigned and destined as indicated below. ... 


It is a prima facie, but not a conclusive, receipt for the 
goods described, as has been held by the United States Supreme 
Court in The Lady Franklin,’ and in The Delaware.’ The bill 
of lading also serves to identify the shipper and consignee and 
to indicate the carrier, route, number of packages, description 
of articles, marks on the articles or containers, weight, rate, 
and other data necessary to identify the shipment. It provides 
the information needed by the carriers in the preparation of 
the other shipping papers of which the bill of lading is the 
basis. ‘The bill of lading also shows whether the charges are 
to be prepaid or collected at destination, and, if prepaid, it 
serves as a receipt for the charges collected—thus constituting 
the basis for the financial arrangements between shippers, con- 
signees, and carriers. 


Types of Bills of Lading 


Railroad bills of lading may be divided into several distinct 
types, used to govern different kinds of freight movements. A 
type generally used in domestic commerce is the uniform 
domestic straight or non-negotiable bill of lading. It is used 
to cover direct shipments consigned by a shipper to a consignee, 
in domestic commerce. 

_The uniform domestic order-notify or negotiable bill of 
lading is used to cover shipments from a shipper to the order 
of an addressee other than the “notify party” to whom the 
goods are to be delivered after the original bill of lading has 
been negotiated by endorsement of the shipper. This is accom- 
plished after the notify party has honored or paid the draft 
on him accompanying the bill of lading. 

_The uniform live stock contract is another type of bill of 
om used in connection with shipments of live stock or 
oultry. 

The uniform straight or non-negotiable through export bill 
of lading is used in connection with direct consignments of goods 
from shippers in the interior of the United States to consignees 
in foreign countries when the shipments are to move via rail- 
toad from interior shipping points to the ports of export; from 
the ports of export in the United States to foreign ports of im- 
portation by steamship service; and from the ports abroad to 
— points of destination in the foreign country by foreign 

Tier, 

_ The order-notify or negotiable through export bill of lad- 
ig serves the same purpose as the uniform straight through 


*The Lady Franklin, (8 Wall. 325), 1868. 
*The Delaware, (14 Wall. 579), 1871. 


export bill of lading in connection shipments consigned by the 
shippers to the order of persons other than the “notify parties” 
to whom the goods are delivered after the negotiation of the 
bill of lading by endorsement of the shippers, as in the case of 
the domestic order-notify or negotiable bill of lading used in 
commerce between points in the United States. 

Another type of bill of lading is the United States govern- 
ment bill of lading, used in connection with transportation of 
property for the government. 

The uniform express receipt is used to cover the trans- 
portation of goods by Railway Express Agency, Inc. 


Uniform Straight Bill of Lading 


The form of railroad straight bill of lading in use is the 
uniform domestic straight bill of lading adopted in its original 
form by the railroads in Official, Southern, Western and Illinois 
Classification territories, March 15, 1922. It was amended 
August 1, 1930, and June 15, 1941. Earlier in the history of 
railroad transportation, railroads used their own forms of bill 
of lading, adapted from the bills of lading or contracts of 
affreightment used by water carriers, as has been previously 
stated. These bills of lading have been defined by the U. S. 
Supreme Court in the case of The Delaware as a written 
acknowledgement signed by the master of a vessel or by a 
common carrier that he has received from the shipper the goods 
therein described to be transported on the terms expressed, to 
the place of destination and there delivered to the consignee 
or parties designated.* 

Decisions of the Interstate Commerce Commission, the en- 
actment by Congress in 1917 of the bills of lading act, and the 
amendments to the interstate commerce act have all contributed 
to the development of the uniform domestic bill of lading in its 
present form. The interstate.commerce act requires that any 
carrier subject to the act that receives property for transporta- 
tion must issue a receipt or bill of lading for the goods en- 
trusted to it for transportation.* Several sizes of bills of lading 
are used by railroad carriers. The full-sized form is 8% by 11 
inches and the smaller size is 84% by 7% inches. 

The straight bill of lading is printed on white paper with 
the shipping order and memorandum also on white paper. 

Bills of lading are usually supplied by the carriers and 
bear the name of the carrier supplying them—ordinarily the 
initial or originating carrier. In many instances, large, regular 
shippers use bills of lading on which the names of the com- 
panies are printed as shippers. The names of the carriers are 
filled in when the bills of lading are executed. Sometimes 
these bills of lading have printed in the appropriate column 
the description of the articles shipped. This serves to save time 
and expense of writing these items in cases where the same 
kinds of freight are shipped repeatedly. The quantities—num- 
ber of packages—are inserted when the bills are made up. 
Although bills of lading are usually prepared by the shippers 
to be executed by the agents of the originating carriers, if the 
shippers do not do so, then it is the duty of the carrier to do so. 

The straight bill of lading is not a negotiable instrument, 
but one in which the goods are consigned to a specified con- 
signee shown in the bill of lading. This may be the shipper, 
or a consignee, or a party who is to be notified or advised of 
the arrival of the shipment. The straight bill of lading must 
not be consigned to the order of the shipper or any other party. 
The surrender of the original straight bill of lading to the 
agent of the delivering carrier at destination is not required 
in order to obtain delivery of the goods, but the delivering 
agent may require the consignee to be identified and the orig- 
inal bill of lading or memorandum copy is sometimes shown 
by the consignee to establish his identity. 


The Shipping Order 


The customary practice is to make up bills of lading on 
billing machines or typewriters. The original bill of lading, 
the shipping order, and memorandum copy may be made up 
in one writing. In some cases, an extra memorandum copy 
is made at the same time. 

The shipping order is a carbon copy of the data in the 
original bill of lading. Its form is substantially similar, except 
that it contains no signature of the carrier’s agent at the point 


$(14 Wall. 579), 1871. 
4Interstate Commerce Act, Section 20 (11). 
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of origin. Its purpose is to direct the initial carrier to accept 
for transportation the goods described in the bill of lading and 
to make delivery of the goods to the consignee shown. 

It is necessary that any changes, additions, or alterations 
in the original bill of lading be noted on the shipping order 
and memorandum copy. The alterations should be noted and 
signed or initialed by the carrier on the original and memoran- 
dum, and by the shipper on the shipping order. If the changes 
are extensive, it is desirable to destroy the imperfect bill of 
lading and execute a new one signed by representatives of the 
shipper and carrier rather than to make extensive corrections.° 

The shipping order of the straight bill of lading is printed 
in black ink on white paper to distinguish it from the shipping 
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order of the order-notify bill of lading, which is printed in black 
ink on blue paper. 


Memorandum or “Memo” Bill of Lading 


The third copy of the uniform domestic straight bill of 
lading is the memorandum, sometimes referred to as the 
“memo” bill of lading. It serves as evidence that a bill of 
lading covering the shipment described in the memorandum 
has been issued. It is identical with the original bill of lading, 
of which it is a copy. All alterations made on the original bill 
of lading and shipping order should be noted on the memoran- 
dum. 

Strictly, the original straight bill of lading should be sent 
by the shipper to the consignee and the memorandum should 
be retained by the shipper as evidence of the execution of the 
bill of lading and that the shipment therein described has been 
made. Shippers sometimes retain the original bill of lading 
and send the memorandum to the consignee. This practice is 
followed where the shippers are the parties entitled to file 
claims against carriers, so that the bills of lading may be used 
to support claims. 

The memorandum straight bill of lading is printed in black 
ink on white paper. 


Combination Bill of Lading and Waybill 


Experiments are now being made by certain railroads with 
sets of uniform straight bill of lading and a freight waybill 
prepared at the same time as an extra carbon copy of original 
bill of lading in order to save expense of making the freight 
waybill from the shipping order. When this “stream-lined 
billing” is used, the documents are made up in sets consisting 
of the following copies: (1) Original uniform straight bill of 
lading; (1A) freight waybill; (2) shipping order; (3) memoran- 
dum. 


Uniform Domestic Order or Order-Notify Bill of Lading 


The uniform domestic order bill of lading was prescribed 
by the Commission at the same time the uniform straight bill 
of lading was prescribed. This type of bill of lading is used 
by shippers who wish to receive payment for the freight before 
the goods are delivered. The goods are consigned to the order 
of the shipper with a notation to notify the “notify party” when 
the goods arrive at destinations. The shipper usually endorses 
the order bill of lading, passing it to his bank together with 
drafts drawn on the customer for the invoice value of the goods. 
The bank then transmits the documents to a selected bank at 
destination. The buyer arranges with this bank to pay the draft 
and obtain the order bill of lading. 

The goods are not delivered to the customer unless the 
endorsed bill of lading is surrendered to the proper agent of 
the delivering carrier. The agent of the delivering carrier is 
personally liable for the value of the goods if delivery is made 
of freight covered by an order bill of lading without receiving 
from the notify party the original bill, properly endorsed. 

The original of the uniform order bill of lading is printed 
on yellow paper to distinguish it from the straight bill of lading. 
The memorandum copy, which acknowledges that an order 

5‘ Hotchkiss, E. W., The Law of Bills of Lading, Ronald Press, New 
York, 1928, Chapter IV. 
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bill of lading has been made, is printed on blue paper. The 
shipping order, which is retained by the originating carrier as 
its evidence that an order bill of lading has been issued, js 
likewise printed on blue paper. Neither the shipping order nor 
the memorandum copy is a bill of lading. Both are copies of 
the original bill made at the time the original bill is prepared, 
They are used for record or filing. The memorandum is re. 
tained by the shipper and the shipping order is retained by the 
originating carrier. 
Bill of Lading Sizes 


Like the uniform domestic straight bill of lading, the order- 
notify or order bill of lading is printed in two sizes—8% by li 
inches and 8% by 7%4 inches. The smaller size is being more 
widely used, because of its convenience. 

The shipping order and memorandum are similar to the 
original, except for the differences noted in connection with the 
uniform domestic straight bill of lading. 


Negotiability of Order-Notify Bill 


The negotiable instruments act provides that a negotiable 
instrument is negotiated by transfer from one person to another 
in such manner as to constitute the transferee the holder of the 
instrument. The bills of lading act requires that indorsement 
be made in the manner provided in the act. The indorsements 
are usually made on the back of the instrument. They must 
be somewhere on the original itself or on a slip of paper 
attached thereto, called an “allonge.” An indorsement made 
by one person for another as agent and at his direction is 
valid. It has been held that stamping the name of the payee on 
the back with a rubber stamp with his authority and with 
intent to indorse the instrument, is a valid indorsement, but 
the indorsement does not prove itself. Indorsements on checks 
are usually made by rubber stamps but generally to some bank, 
the indorsement being guaranteed by the bank. The guarantee 
is also made with a rubber stamp. The bills of lading act does 
not specify whether indorsement may be made in ink, by pencil, 
or by rubber stamp. Indorsement may be made in any of the 
ways that would constitute valid indorsement of a negotiable 
instrument under the negotiable instruments act. The indorse- 
ment may be made either specifically to a person by name or 
in blank, by indorsing the names of the parties to whose order 
the bill is drawn. 


An order bill may be negotiated by delivery where, by the 
terms of the bill, the carrier undertakes to deliver the goods 
to the order of a specified person and such person or a subse- 
quent endorsee of the bill has endorsed it in blank.* 


An order bill may be negotiated by the endorsement of the 
person to whose order the goods are deliverable by the tenor 
of the bill. Such endorsement may be in blank or to a specified 
person. If endorsed to a specified person, it may be negotiated 
again by the endorsement of such person in blank or to another 
specified person. Subsequent negotiation may be made in like 
manner.’ 

Transfer of a Negotiable Bill of Lading 


An order bill of lading may be transfered by the holder 
by delivery, accompanied by an agreement, express or implied, 













Shipper’s Declared Value 


Description (If on live stock, chiefly 
and valuable for breeding, rac- Weight Rate of Freight 
Number ing, show purposes, or (Subject to Per 100 
of Animals other special uses.) Correction) Pounds Per Car 
Table No. 2 


to transfer title to the bill or to the goods represented by the 
bill.’ 

An order bill may be negotiated by any person in posses 
sion of the bill, however such possession may have _ beet 
acquired, if, by the terms of the bill, the carrier undertakes ( 
deliver the goods to the order of such person, or if, at the time 
of negotiation, the bill is in such form that it may be neg® 
tiated by delivery. 

The bills of lading act provides, in this connection, thal 
the validity of the negotiation of a bill is not impaired by the 





®* Bills of Lading Act, Section 27. 
7 Ibid., Section 28. 
§Ibid., Section 35. 
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fact that such negotiation was a breach of duty on the part of 
the person making the negotiation or by the fact that the 
owner of the bill was deprived of the possession of the same 
py fraud, accident, mistake, duress, loss, theft, or conversion, 
if the person to whom the bill was negotiated, or a person to 
whom the bill was subsequently negotiated gave value therefor 
in good faith, without notice of the breach of duty, or fraud, 
accident, mistake, duress, loss, theft, or conversion.” 

The endorsement of a bill of lading does not make the 
endorser liable for any failure on the part of the carrier or 
previous: endorsers of the bill to fulfill their respective obli- 
gations.” 


Procedure in Use of Order-Notify Bill of Lading 


The negotiable or order bill of lading may be used to 
insure the payment to the shipper by the notify party of the 
invoice price of the goods, to transfer title through other parties, 
or to use the bills of lading as collateral for loans or-advances 
from banks. When cleared through banks a typical transaction 
covered by a negotiable bill of lading may be handled by means 
of the following transactions: 


1, The shipper consigns its goods on a negotiable bill of lading to 
himself, notify, the party to whom the goods are sold. 

2. The goods are delivered to the initial carrier and the order- 
notify bill of lading is executed by the shipper and agent of the initial 
carrier. 

3. A draft is drawn by the seller on the buyer—the notify party. 

4. The original bill of lading, properly endorsed with the draft 
drawn on the buyer and an invoice for the goods, are delivered by the 
seller to his bank, 


5. This bank transmits the documents to its correspondent bank. 

6. The goods move to destination. 

7. The bank notifies the notify party that the original endorsed bill 
of lading, invoice, and draft are at the bank awaiting the payment of 
draft by the notify party. 

8. The delivering carrier notifies the notify party that the goods 
are at the freight station, where they may be had on presentation of 
the original order bill of lading, properly endorsed. 

9, The notify party calls at the bank and pays or honors the draft 
or borrows money from the bank on his credit to pay the draft. 

10. The bank delivers the original endorsed bill of lading to the 
notify party on payment of draft. 

11. The notify party delivers the endorsed original bill of lading 


to the agent of-the delivering carrier at destination and receives the 
goods, 


12. The correspondent or collecting bank transmits funds to the 
original bank after deducting its expenses and fees. 

13. The original bank delivers funds to the shipper or credits his 
account with the proceeds after deducting its expenses and fees. 

14. The original bill of lading surrendered to the delivering carrier 
is cancelled to prevent subsequent use. 


Negotiable bills of lading are sometimes sent directly by 
the shippers to their agents at destination, who make the collec- 
tions from the notify parties directly without using banks in 
the transaction. 


Uniform Live Stock Contract 


Shipments of live stock and wild animals are transported 
under the uniform live stock contract prescribed by the Com- 
mission in 1921 in I. C. C. Docket No. 4844, put in force by 
the carriers in 1922, and subsequently amended in 1930. Ship- 
pers of live stock or wild animals are required by the Consoli- 
dated Freight Classification and by the carriers’ tariffs to 
declare the shipments to consist either of “ordinary live stock” 
or, if not “ordinary live stock,” the specific kind and value of 
each animal. 

_The carriers accept such shipments for transportation over 
their own lines or those of connecting carriers to the destina- 
tions indicated, with the understanding between the shippers 
and the carriers that every service to be performed and liability 
Incurred with respect to the shipments is subject to all the 
conditions contained in the uniform live stock contract. 

“Ordinary live stock” includes all cattle, sheep, goats, 
horses and mules, excepting those chiefly valuable for breeding, 
racing, show purposes, or other special purposes. No declara- 
tion of value is made by shippers in case of shipments of ordi- 
nary live stock, and no valuations are entered in the bills of 
lading. The shippers merely sign the declaration provided on 


a face of the uniform live stock contract, in the following 
rms: 


I (We) declare the shipment covered by this bill of lading to be 
ordinary live stock. 
(Signed) 


Shipper. 
b In case of shipments of live stock chiefly valuable for 
treeding, racing, show purposes, or other special uses, higher 


* Ibid, Sections 30 and 37. 
“ Tbid., Section 35. 


tates of freight are in effect than those published on ordinary 
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live stock. The rates are dependent on the valuation placed 
on the animals by the shippers. The valuation may be the basic 
value as stated in the Consolidated Freight Classification, at 
which the lowest freight rate applies, or it may be any higher 
valuation up to the actual value of the animals. The freight 
rate in such cases is higher by the amount prescribed in the 
tariffs or classifications. The declared or agreed values are 
entered in the column provided for the purpose in the uniform 
live stock contract. The carriers are not liable for any amount 
in excess of the declared valuation. The formal declaration 


required to be signed by shippers of other than ordinary live 
stock reads: 


I (We) declare the shipment covered by this bill of lading to be 
other than ordinary live stock, and of the value herein declared, or 


agreed upon, and entered. 
(Signed) 


Shipper. 
Basic or Standard Values on Live Stock 


The basic or standard values of live stock as provided for 
in the Consolidated Freight Classification for each animal are 
shown in table No. 1. 

Shippers are required to execute one of the declarations 
declaring the animals to be either ‘‘ordinary” live stock, or 
“other than ordinary” live stock, as shown in tables Nos. 1 
or 2. If a shipper of other than ordinary live stock refuses 
to declare the values of said stock for entry in the uniform 
live stock contract the shipments are not accepted for trans- 
portation under the contract. In the event the shipment con- 
sists of both ordinary live stock and other than ordinary live 
stock, both declarations must be executed. 


Uniform Through Export Bill of Lading 


The uniform through export bill of lading was prescribed 
by the Commission in 1921. The transportation act of 1920 
amended the interstate commerce act by adding a new section— 
section 25—which required carriers subject to the act to ar- 
range for the reservation of steamship space; obtain quotations 
of ocean freight rates and port charges on shipments; and 
issue through export bills of lading from the originating points 
inland to foreign destination, at the request of shippers desir- 
ing this service. This section was repealed by the transpor- 
tation act, 1940, and the carriers were relieved of this obliga- 
tion.” 

The Commission was directed by law to establish and main- 
tain rules and regulations governing the use of through export 
bills of lading and their form. In the Export Bill of Lading 
Case, the Commission prescribed the form of the through ex- 
port bill of lading, in straight or non-negotiable, and in order- 
notify or negotiable forms.” These original specifications and 
regulations have been modified as a result of the safety of goods 
at sea act of 1936, and by subsequent orders of the Commission.” 

The uniform through export bill of lading is a triple docu- 
ment. After a part devoted to acknowledgment of receipt of 
the goods and description of goods, it provides three separate 
contracts: first, contract with the rail carriers between the 
point of origin and the port; second, a contract with the ocean 
carrier between the port of export in the United States and 
the port of import abroad; and, third, a contract with the for- 
eign carrier. The first part of the bill governs the service be- 
tween the point of origin in the interior and the port in the 
United States to which the goods are consigned for export. 
The railroad and its connecting lines transports the goods, sub- 
ject to the terms and conditions of the uniform domestic bill 
of lading contract, and the shipper or owner is bound to the 
same limitations. The terms and conditions of this part pro- 
vide that it is the duty of the railroad to deliver the goods to 
the vessel that is to transport the goods abroad as part of its 
undertaking as a common carrier. 

The second part of this triple contract is the contract be- 
tween the shipper or owner of the goods and the ocean car- 
rier that is to transport the goods from the port of export in 
the United States to the port abroad. This part of the bill 
of lading incorporates a contract with the ocean carrier under 
which the ocean carrier is liable for the goods under the terms 
of the ocean carrier’s bill of lading contract as governed by 
the safety of goods at sea act of 1936." 

The third part of the uniform through export bill of lading 
is a contract governing the transportation of the goods from 
the port of import abroad to ultimate destination. The goods 
are transported subject to the conditions of the carrier or car- 


11 Interstate Commerce Act, Part I, Section 25 (1) to (5), inclusive, 
repealed by Section 14 (a) Transportation Act, 1940, Section 14 (a). 

27, C. C. Docket No. 4844, (64 I. C. C. 347), 1921. 

13 (64 I. C. C. 347), 1921; (66 I. C. C. 687), 1922; (80 I. C. C. 305), 
1923; (156 I. C. C. 188), 1929; and (235 I. C. C. 63), 1939. 

144 Approved April 16, 1936, effective July 15, 1936. 
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riers completing the service. The effect of this part is to in- 
corporate by reference the terms and conditions of the foreign 
carrier’s bill of lading. 


Order or Negotiable Through Export Bill of Lading 


The uniform through export bill of lading is issued in 
straight and order or negotiable form. They are identical, ex- 
cept that the order form is consigned to the order of one party 
with instructions to notify another, similar to the uniform do- 
mestic order or negotiable bill of lading. The bill of lading 
is negotiated by general or specific endorsement and must be 
surrendered to the delivering carrier in order to obtain pos- 
session of the goods at destination. 


The procedure in handling negotiable or order through ex- 
port bills of lading corresponds to the methods of handling 
domestic negotiable bills of lading, except that the transaction 
involves international rather than domestic banking and for- 
eign trade transactions. 


Discontinuance of Through Export Bills of Lading at Atlantic 
and Gulf Ports 


The Trunk Line, Central Freight, and Southern Freight 
Associations announced the discontinuance of their rules and 
regulations providing for the issuance of through bills of lading 
covering traffic to be exported via North and South Atlantic 
and Gulf ports. This action was taken because of the lack of 
certainty, when shipments are made from the interior, that 
the vessels for which the freight was booked for movement 
aboard would be available. In some cases it is difficult, if not 
impossible, to ascertain in advance that any vessel shipping 
space will be available when the shipments reach the ports, or, 
indeed, if the shipments will actually be exported at all. 


The arrangements for through bills of lading for use in 
connection with export shipments via Pacific ports were not 
canceled, despite difficulties in booking export cargo at Pacific 
coast ports. Embargo regulations on export rail shipments 
make it impossible to ship goods unless shipping space has 
been booked at the ports. 


The through export bill of lading has been used in the 
past more extensively for Pacific coast than for Atlantic and 
Gulf coast export shipments. 


Export rates were not canceled to ports where the through 
export bills of lading are no longer used. Freight to these 
ports will either be moved at domestic rates subject to “cut- 
back” allowances to reduce the rates to the level of the ex- 
port rates if the goods are exported, or, if it is certain at the 
time of shipment from the interior points of origin that the 
goods will be exported and shippers so certify to the initial 
carriers, the export rates are charged at the time of shipment. 


Government Bills of Lading 


Shipments of federal government property are transported 
under a special form of bill of lading—the government bill of 
lading. This document differs in many important respects 
from the uniform bill of lading. Its face contains a serial 
number, the name of the department, bureau, and office of the 
government authorizing the shipment, the station from which 
the shipment is forwarded, and the date of shipment. 


A receipt is acknowledged for the goods described by 
marks, numbers, number and description of packages, contents 
and weight, in apparent good order and condition. The usual 
stipulation is contained that the contents and condition of 
contents and their value are unknown. The shipments are 
accepted for transportation, subject to the terms and condi- 
tions shown on the reverse side of the government bill of lad- 
ing, by the initial carrier and its connecting lines. The route 
of the shipment is indicated only when some substantial in- 
terest of the government, such as a low land-grant rate, is 
available via such routes. 


Space is provided for the receipt by the consignee. This 
receipt acknowledges receipt of the goods described in the 
bill of lading as public property in apparent good order and 
condition as a prima facie receipt, except as noted in the spe- 
cial report of loss, damage, or shrinkage, contained on the 
reverse side of the bill of lading. 


Consignees are directed not to pay any charges on ship- 
ments of government property transported on government 
bills of lading. The freight charges are billed by the carriers 
to the proper government accounting office on standard voucher 
forms prescribed by the government. The bill of lading prop- 
erly executed and receipted must be attached to the voucher 
as evidence that the shipment has been authorized, transported, 
and received. 


Instructions Governing Government Bills of Lading 


_The preparation and execution of government bills of 
lading are governed by a standardized set of instructions re- 
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produced on the reverse side of the bill of lading. The ip. 
structtions may be summarized as follows: 


1. Changes in the bill of lading must be authenticated by the 
person making them. 

2. The issuance of the original, shipping order and memorandym 
copy of the government bill of lading. 

3. The authority of person receipting for shipments. 

4. The prohibition against issuance of more than one bill of lading, 
and the procedure required to be followed in the event of the loss or 
destruction of the original. 

5. The procedure to be followed in cases where goods are trans- 
ported and delivered without bill of lading. 

6. The reporting of loss or damage to the goods discovered at the 
time of and after delivery of the shipments. 

7. The procedure in the submission by the carriers of bills for 
freight charges on forms printed by the government. 


Regulations Governing Use of Government Bills of Lading 


The originals of government bills of lading are carefully 
guarded. Each issuing office is strictly accountable for every 
original bill issued. Great care is exercised in issuing, ac- 
counting for, billing, and receipting for goods under these bills 
of lading, because the government’s regulations are rigid and 
exacting. Administrative rulings govern the use of govern- 
ment bills. Government property must be transported on gov- 
ernment bills of lading identified by serial numbers and issued 
in sets consisting of an original, memorandum, and shipping 
order. 

Through bills of lading must be issued from the original 
shipping point to final destination in all cases, except when 
the rates are more advantageous to the government by issuing 
the bills to points at which shipments may be rebilled so as 
to take advantage of lower combination rates. 

Notations must appear on the face of the bills of lading 
in all cases in which contract or special rates are used in con- 
nection with shipments. 

Government officers who have the duty of providing or 
obtaining government transportation services are obligated to 
be familiar with the special reduced land-grant rates required 
by law to be made by railroads that obtained land grants 
from the government. These officers are under the duty of 
obtaining transportation services at the lowest rates available 
to the government by use of the services of the land grant rail- 
roads or by the use of other railroads that have equalized the 
“land grant” rates in order to compete with land grant 
railroads for government freight. If the rates of other carriers 
are lower than the land grant railroad rates, the government 
transportation officers must use them. 

Government property to be transported may be delivered 
by any government officer or agent to the Quartermaster’s 
Department of the United States Army or other authorized 
government transport agency. This department then arranges 
for transportation under its regulations on government bills 
of lading. 

The government bills of lading issued to cover government 
shipments must contain descriptions of the goods by their com- 
mercial names. The weight, dimensions, and packing of each 
item must be shown separately in order properly to ascertain 
classification ratings and rates applicable, and in order to 
enable the government to recover from the carriers in case of 
loss or damage. If the number of articles to be shipped is too 
great to be included in the original, memorandum, and ship- 
ping order of the government bill of lading, extra sheets of 
these prescribed forms are used, and they must be so attached 
and designated as to constitute one bill of lading under one 
number. 

Each voucher submitted to the proper government ac- 
counting office for settlement of transportation charges must 
cover one government issuing office or service only. The name 
of the government office is inserted at the foot of the bill of 
lading, which is attached to the voucher as a supporting 
document. All correspondence pertaining to transportation 
accounts must be addressed to the particular government office 
or service and reference must be made to the serial numbers 
of the government bills of lading included in the transportation 
companies’ bills for transportation services rendered. 


Traffie Lesson Questions 


(Fundamentals of Freight Traffic—Part 3—Miscellaneous Freight 
Services and Rates) 


1. Define the term coastwise water transportation service 
as the term is used in the United States. 

2. Discuss the relationship between rail and coastwise 
water carriers with respect to financial community of interest, 
joint through routes, and joint through rates. 

3. Distinguish clearly between non-concurring, partial con- 
curring, and fully concurring plans of making rail and coastwisé 
water carrier rates. 
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4, Name and describe briefly the principal types of carriers 
by water engaged in the coastwise trade. 

5. Describe each type briefly. 

6. Describe briefly the principal transportation routes be- 
tween the Eastern and Western seaboards of the United States. 

7. Discuss the extent of the use of joint through rail-and- 
intercoastal steamship rates in the United States. Compare and 
contrast with the situation in this respect in the coastwise trade. 
How do you explain the difference? 


8. Name the principal inland waterways upon which trans- 
portation service of major sectional or national importance is 
performed. 


9. What type of freight traffic comprise the bulk of coast- 
wise, intercoastal and inland waterway traffic? 

10. Discuss the relationship of all-rail and joint rail-inland 
waterway freight rates between the same points of origin and 
destination. 

11. What reasons do you believe account for the impor- 
tance of freight transportation on the Great Lakes? What are 
the principal commodities transported by Great Lakes carriers? 

12. Distinguish between the rate making practices of bulk 
carriers and package freight carriers on the Great Lakes. 

13. What are the effects of the Great Lakes navigation 
season upon the maintenance of joint rail-and-lake rates? 

14. Summarize briefly the financial, operating and traffic 
relationships between the Railway Express Agency, Inc., and 
railroads in the United States. 

15. How are goods classified for rate making purposes by 
the Official Express Classification ? 

16. Explain the basis upon which railway express rates 
are made. 

17. What are the principal types of traffic which comprise 
the bulk of air express shipments ? 

18. Compare and contrast air express rates with the 
express rates for railway express service. 

19. What is the average size and distance transported of 
air express shipments? 

20. Describe the arrangements which can be made for col- 
lection on delivery arrangements via express services. 

21. What factors contributed to the rapid increase in motor 
freight service between 1915 and 1920? 

22. Classify and give an example of the principal types of 
motor freight transport operators 

23. What types of motor carriers are exempt from federal 
regulation? Discuss the basis of and reasons for these exemp- 
tions. 

24. Describe the principal systems of freight classification 
in present use by motor freight carriers. 

25. Discuss the points of similarity and difference in the 
federal regulation of motcr common and contract carrier rates. 

26. Discuss the importance of pipe lines in the transporta- 
tion of crude petroleum and of gasoline in the United States. 

27. What are petroleum pipe line minimum tender require- 
ments? What are pipeage contracts? 


_ 28. Discuss pipe lines as common carriers. How do pipe 
lines differ in this respect from rail or water or highway com- 
mon carriers ? 

29. How, generally, do the average costs of transporting 
petroleum and its products by pipe line differ from the costs 
of transporting these commodities by railroad and by water? 

30. What factors tend to produce variations in the average 
costs of transportation by pipe line among companies and 
seasonally ? 

_31. What is meant by “freight forwarding” and “car con- 
solidation” as the terms are used in the United States? 

_ 32. Discuss the status of freight forwarding companies as 
shippers and consignees and as carriers in interstate commerce 
Inthe United States. 

33. Explain how freight forwarders utilize railroad and 
motor freight services and rates in the transportation of for- 
Warder traffic. 

34. What are “all-freight” or “all-commodity” freight 
tates? Explain how they are used by freight forwarders. 

35. Explain the use of over-flow carload and follow-lot 
tarload rates by freight forwarding companies. 

36. What aspects of the freight forwarding business are 
_ Subject to federal regulation by the freight forwarder 


37. Explain why freight cars are owned by individuals and 
‘ompanies other than railroad carriers. 

._ _ 38. What are the principal types of freight cars owned by 
industries and car lines? Why are these types the most common 
'ypes of cars so owned? 

39, Explain how shippers lease cars from car-owning com- 
panies and the basis upon which railroads compensate the 
Wners or lessees of cars for their use. 

... 40. If a railroad publishes rates on gasoline in tank cars, 
Sit obligated thereby to furnish tank cars for the transportation 
the gasoline shipped at these rates? 
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Air Transportation 





Air Line Mail Rate Case 


As a result of a decision issued March 12 by the Civil Aero- 
nautics Board fixing new mail rates for American Airlines, 
Inc., the government may recover approximately $4,000,000, 
according to a C. A. B. announcement. This amount, it says, 
represents the excess of mail pay received by the carrier from 
the Post Office Department during the pendency of the rate 
proceeding. 

“A further result of the board’s decision is to entitle Amer- 
ican Airlines to recover a substantial sum from the government 
for taxes paid on the amount now held by the Board to be 
excessive,” said the board. Continuing, it said: 


The fair and reasonable mail pay rate for this period was tixed 
by the board at 16.5 cents per airplane mile. The future rate, effec- 
tive April 1, 1942, was fixed at 12 cents per airplane mile on schedules 
designated by the Postmaster General for the carriage of mail, as long 
as such schedules do not exceed 35,000 miles per day. The rate would 
be proportionately lowered for increases of mail schedules beyond that 
level. In its opinion, the board stated that the 16.5 cent rate which 
it fixed for the past period would amount to approximately 13.1 per 
cent of the company’s investment, or a net profit, after federal income 
taxes, of 9.5 per cent. This rate would represent 8 per cent of the 
non-mail revenues of the carrier before federal taxes and 5.5 per cent 
of the non-mail revenues after federal taxes. 

According to the opinion of the board, the future mail pay rate 
of 12 cents per airplane mile would result in an estimated net return 
on the carrier’s investment of 9.86 per cent, after federal taxes. The 
12-cent pay rate applies to all of American Airlines’ routes. 

The board cannot order a refund of excess payments made to an 
air carrier. It can only determine the fair and reasonable rates pay- 
able by the Post Office Department for the past period. Rates actually 
paid to American were those set by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission before the passage of the civil aeronautics act. 

The board has in several cases, where carriers operating under 
rates fixed by the Interstate Commerce Commission have sustained 
losses during the pendency of rate proceedings before the board, set 
higher rates which resulted in additional payments to the carriers 
involved. The American case, however, is the first in which the 
board has found that a carrier has, during the pendency of the rate 
proceeding, received rates in excess of those which would have been 
fair and reasonable. 


AVERAGE WEIGHT OF AIR EXPRESS 


The average weight of packages sent by air express in 
1941 was 8.6 pounds, not 816 pounds, as erroneously printed 
under ‘1941 Air Express Records,” at p. 552 of the February 
28 Traffic World. 


AIRLINE REGULATION 


Announcement has been made by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board of the adoption of a regulation, effective March 12, which 
prohibits commercial airlines from operating charter trips or 
performing special services other than their regular scheduled 
trips. If such charter trips or special services become a neces- 
sity, approval must be obtained from the military director of 
civil aviation. 

“The regulation, an emergency measure resulting from 
the present shortage of commercial aircraft, will keep un- 
necessary air travel in the background, clearing the way for 
transportation of military personnel and supplies and all other 
services so urgently needed in the war effort,” said the board. 


AIR TRANSPORT EXPANSION 


Senator George, of Georgia, has introduced S. Res. 228 
calling on the Civil Aeronautics Board to report “at the earliest 
possible date what, if any, steps it has taken since 1938 to see 
that a great many more transport craft were built and in 
service, whether the air-transport industry has been, since that 
date, and is financially able to undertake expansion far beyond 
its present extent, and what steps the board contemplates tak- 
ing to see to it that the air transport industry is able to and 
will develop in the future at the maximum possible rate.” 

Senator George said the resolution was based primarily 
on information that “we have now in the United States not 
more than 350 aircraft in service on the domestic air lines, a 
number which is manifestly totally inadequate, in the light of 
demands for air transportation and for transport aircraft.” 


WEST COAST AIR PICKUP SERVICE 
Southwest Airways Co., of Beverly Hills, Calif., has filed 
an application with the Civil Aeronautics Board for authority 
to institute daily scheduled air transportation of property and 
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mail over 11 so-called “feeder routes,” in pickup and delivery 
service while the aircraft is in flight. 

The application, docketed as No. 722, says the proposed 
feeder route system would provide air service to 286 towns 
and communities, having a total population of 2,394,209, which 
do not have such service at present. 

Proposed routes listed in the application are: 


(1) Los Angeles and Calexico, Calif.; (2) Los Angeles and San 
Diego, Calif.; (3) Los Angeles and Fresno, Calif.; (4) San Francisco 
and Fresno; (5) San Francisco and Santa Maria, Calif.; (6) San Fran- 
cisco and Eureka, Calif.; (7) San Francisco, Calif., and Medford, Ore.; 
(8) Portland and Medford, Ore.; (9) Portland and Astoria, Ore.; (10) 
Seattle, Wash., and Astoria, and (11) Seattle and Port Angeles, Wash. 


Money for Waterways 


The annual War Department civil functions appropriation 
bill, reported by the House committee on appropriations, car- 
ries $57,502,500 for improvement and maintenance of rivers 
and harbors for the fiscal year beginning July 1, $126,500 less 
than recommended by the Bureau of the Budget and $13,- 
466,140 less than appropriated for those purposes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30 this year. 

Congress, in this appropriation bill, makes a lump sum 
appropriation for rivers and harbors. The money is then ap- 
plied to projects heretofore authorized by Congress. Of the 
total of $57,502,500 recommended, $36,823,500 is for mainte- 
nance and $20,679,000 for improvements. 

The committee included in its report a table showing 
projects on which it said the improvement funds were in- 
tended to be applied. Allocations of more than a million 
dollars were set forth as follows: Los Angeles and Long Beach 
Harbors, $5,794,000; New York and New Jersey channels, 
$3,600,000; Sabine-Neches waterway, Tex., $1,475,000; Mis- 
souri River, mouth to Kansas City, Mo., $1,400,000; Missouri 
River, Kansas City, Mo., to Sioux City, Ia., $1,400,000; Neah 
Bay, Wash., $1,375,000; New York Harbor. $1,596,000; South- 
west Pass and South Pass, Mississippi River, La., $1,020.000, 
and Mississippi River between Ohio and Missouri rivers, 
$1,300,000. 

“The title of this bill is quite inept at this time,” said 
the committee, “for the bill is practically devoid of functions 
which do not tie in with the war effort.” 

Flood control, for which appropriations aggregating more 
than $175,000,000 are recommended, said the committee, was 
vitally important to national defense. 

“A very grave setback conceivably might ensue from the 
overflow of railroads and highways, the suspension of water 
transportation owing to flood conditions, the inundation of in- 
dustrial plants engaged in the production of munitions, or the 
inundation of approaches used by workers in industrial estab- 
lishments,” it said. 

The Chief of Engineers of the army, said the committee, 
stated to it that the President had said on numerous occasions 
that no public works projects, including those for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors and flood control, should be initiated 
unless they were definitely important to the national defense 
program, and, speaking for himself, said that the rivers and 
harbors and flood control estimates for the fiscal year 1943 
fully met those criteria. 


NEW SOO CANAL LOCK 


President Roosevelt has asked Congress to appropriate 
$9,300,000 for the new lock in the Soo Canal, the construction 
of which has been authorized by Congress. The project will 
include auxiliary works on Saint Marys River. The estimated 
cost of the lock itself was $8,000,000. In a letter of explana- 
tion the Bureau of the Budget said the construction of the 
lock would materially improve and safeguard the transporta- 
tion of iron ore from the Great Lakes region to steel indus- 
tries engaged in the manufacture of munitions of war. 


N. Y¥. CHAMBER OPPOSES ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY 


The Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York 
reiterated its opposition to the St. Lawrence seaway and 
power project, at a meeting held March 6, by adopting the 
report of a committee, headed by H. Boardman Spalding, 
containing a resolution asserting that “Congress would be 
most effectively contributing to national defense by refusing 
to approve the project.” The report and resolution was 
adopted by a large majority, after the chamber had defeated 
a motion to recommit them to the committee for further con- 
sideration. The motion to recommit was made by M. P. 
Davidson, trustee, New York Power Authority, who said that 
“in the present straits of our country and of the whole world 
it is unthinkable that such an important body of citizens 
should oppose any measure which the President and all of our 
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highest officials responsible for waging the war have declareq 
vital, necessary or valuable on the road to victory.” W. J. 
Schiefflin, chairman of the chamber’s tax committee, said the 
labor and materials proposed to be used on the project were 
_ urgently needed to build ships, guns, tanks and air. 
planes. 


War Shipping Administration 


Creation of the Pacific Coast Maritime Industrial Board 
within the War Shipping Administration to coordinate the ef. 
forts of the Pacific coast employer and employe groups of 
the longshore industry in order to achieve “maximum effi- 
ciency” in the loading and discharging of vessels on the Pacific 
coast, has been announced by Admiral Land, W. S. A. ad- 
ministrator. 

The board consists of five men, two representing the 
unions and two the employers, and a chairman, plus a vice 
chairman, to act and to vote for the chairman, when the latter 
is not present. Under the order creating the board, provision 
is made for the appointment of two alternate employer repre- 
sentatives and four alternate union members, two from the 
A. F. of L., with instructions to act when disputes or investiga- 
tions involve A. F. of L. west coast unions, and two C. I, 0, 
alternates, with similar instructions. 

Wayne L. Morse, dean of the Oregon University Law 
School and a member of the National War Labor Board, was 
appointed chairman, while Paul Eliel, professor of labor re- 
lations, Graduate School of Business, Stanford University, was 
named vice chairman. The names of the representatives of 
the employer and union groups have not been announced. 

Admiral Land said he expected the board to “assist him in 
breaking the bottleneck in shipping on the west coast by re- 
ducing the turn-around period of all vessels transporting strate- 
gic and vital war materials,” thereby resulting in larger avail- 
able tonnage. 

War Risk Insurance 


The W. S. A. has announced it is prepared to provide war 
risk insurance on cargoes detained at transshipment ports, or 
discharged at intermediate ports other than the port of des- 
tination for reasons beyond the control of the policyholder. 
Such coverage, at the present time, according to the W. S. A., 
is not obtainable from commercial marine insurance under- 
writers beyond a maximum period of 15 days. The new cov- 
erage provided, it says, will be effective only with respect to 
cargoes insured by it on the entire voyage and will be made 
subject to a flat additional premium to be assessed prior to 
date of shipment. This additional premium would, at present, 
the W. S. A. said, be at the rate of one per cent on shipments 
confined to North, South and Central America including the 
West Indies and Bahama Islands and two per cent on all other 
shipments. Where such additional insurance was purchased 
by the shipper, it said, no further additional premium would be 
named regardless of the period of delay involved and no refund 
of premium would be made regardless of whether goods were 
transshipped or whether any delay occurred at the transship- 
ment port. 

The President has signed H. R. 6550, the bill to extend 
and amend the insurance subtitle of the merchant marine act 
of 1936, as amended (see Traffic World, March 7, p. 651). 





SEAMEN FOR NEW SHIPS 


Commissioner Woodward, of the Maritime Commission, 
addressed a meeting of alumni and students of Haverford Col- 
lege, Haverford, Pa., the night of March 6. He told of the ship- 
building program and of the training of personnel for the mer- 
chant marine. He said the 8,000,000 tons of new merchant ship- 
ping which American yards were asked to furnish this vear 
would require over 20,000 unlicensed seamen—members of the 
deck, engine and stewards departments. The training system 
now in effect was carrying on to meet that need, said he. 


CONTROL OF EXPORTS 


The Office of Export Control has issued a bulletin con- 
taining orders imposing further restrictions on exports of rub- 
ber and rubber goods. Exports will be limited to the most 
vital needs of countries in which supplies are exhausted. EXx- 
ports will not be authorized to countries where rubber stocks 
or substitutes are available. With minor exceptions, said the 
announcement, outstanding general and unlimited licenses for 
exporting rubber and rubber goods were revoked at midnight, 
March 7. Outstanding individual licenses dated prior to Feb- 
ruary 10 must be submitted to the board for revalidation. All 
license applications and licenses submitted for revalidation 
must show the crude rubber content of the articles or materials 
involved. 
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River and Harbor Bill 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The river and harbor authorization bill introduced by 
Representative Dondero, of Michigan, and limited, according 
to his statement, to 38 defense projects, involving a total cost 
of about $400,000,000 (see Traffic World, March 7, p. 650), 
includes all but four of the 36 “defense-labeled” projects em- 
bodied in the omnibus bill reported last November by the 
House rivers and harbors committee (see Traffic World, Nov. 
99 1941, p. 1409), together with four projects not so designated 
in the committee report and two projects reported by the com- 
mittee since November, 1941. 

Mr. Dondero said, March 9, that, through inadvertence, 
there had been omitted from his bill a project for improvement 
of Portland Harbor, Me., at an estimated cost of $3,780,000. 
This was one of the defense items in the report on the omnibus 
pill, and its inclusion in the Dondero bill would bring the total 
number of projects therein to 39. He said his bill included all 
the projects which the War Department had recommended as 
defense projects. 

Chief among the items which had been in the House rivers 
and harbors committee’s “defense” list and which were ex- 
cluded from the list in the Dondero bill was the Tennessee- 
Tombigbee waterway, the estimated army engineer cost of 
which was about $66,000,000. Other such items omitted by Rep- 
resentative Dendero were: Manasquin river, N. J., deepening of 
channel, dredging of anchorage, estimated cost, $143,000; St. 
Lucie river, Fla., widening and deepening of channel, esti- 
mated cost, $46,000; and a new lock in the St. Marys Falls 
(Soo) canal in St. Marys river, Mich., estimated cost, $8,000,000. 
The Soo canal project had been taken care of by a separate 
bill (see Traffic World, March 7, p. 650). 

Projects included in the Dondero bill not termed defense 
enterprises in the omnibus bill report are: 


Delaware River between Philadelphia and the sea; 
channel, anchorage area; estimated cost, $4,416,000. 

Tampa Harbor, Fla., channel deepening and widening, new turning 
basin; estimated cost, $189,000. 

Guadalope River, Tex., (a) channel deepening, about $3,700,000; 
(b) Canyon reservoir, about $4,275,000; (c) Canyon dam power plant 
(“provided further field investigations show such a development to be 
practicable’), about $525,000; total estimate, $8,500,000. Cleveland, O., 
harbor, turning basin, $191,000. 


widening of 


Representative Dondero’s bill includes a proposed author- 
ization of $175,000 for dredging of Oakland Harbor, Calif., and 
$287,000 for widening the base of seaplanes at Ponce Harbor, 
Puerto Rico. Those projects, he said, had been reported by the 
House rivers and harbors committee since it issued its report 
on the omnibus bill. 


In proposing authorization of the St. Lawrence waterway 
and power project, estimated by U. S. army engineers to cost a 
total of $429,475,000, of which the United States’ share would 
be $285,057,000, the Dondero bill would authorize and direct 
the President to negotiate an arrangement with the Power 
Authority of the State of New York for transfer to the latter 
of the power facilities to be constructed, and provides for re- 
payment by the New York power authority of the amount of the 


cost of those facilities, estimated at $93,375,000, over a period 
of 50 years. 


Other “Defense” Projects 


_Additional so-called defense projects in the Dondero bill 
Which are so designated in the omnibus bill are: 


Boston Harbor, Mass., 


$68,000; Weymouth Fore River, Mass., 
$225,000 ; Nantucket Harbor, Mass., $31,500; East River, N. Y., $34,- 
09,006; East River, N. Y. (Corlears Hook Reef), $1,800,000; Lake 
Montauk Harbor, N. Y., $105,000; Raritan River, N. J., $1,110,000; 


New Jersey intracoastal waterway, $2,100,000; Cold Spring Inlet, N. J., 
$71,000; Baltimore Harbor, Curtis Creek, Md., $150,000; Oyster Chan- 
nel, Va., $29,000; Hampton Creek, Va., $15,000; Little River, Va., 
$109,000; Charleston Harbor, S. C., $1,830,000; Shipyard River, S. C., 
$132,000 ; Savannah River below Augusta, Ga., $28,000,000; St. Johns 
River, Fla., Jacksonville to the ocean, $725,000; Canaveral Harbor, 
Fla., $830,500; Caloosahatchee River and Lake Okeechobee drainage 
areas, Fla., $3,960,000 and $208,000; Mississippi River, Baton Rouge 
to Gulf, $4,200,000; Sabine-Neches waterway, Tex., $55,000; Mississippi 
River, development at Chain of Rocks between Ohio River and mouth 
of Missouri River, for construction of lateral canal 8 miles long, and 
canal lock, $10,290,600; St. Clair River, Mich., southeast bend, $135,000; 
San Diego Harbor, Calif., $165,000; Morro Bay, Calif., $976,000 and 
$1,237,000; Redwood Creek, Calif., $483,000; San Pablo Bay and Mare 
island Strait, Calif., $7,600; Lake Crockett, Wash. (Keystone Harbor), 
$225,000; Wrangell Narrows, Alaska, $2,731,000; Honolulu Harbor, T. H., 
deeper channel and turning basin, $1,410,000; and Keehi lagoon, sea- 
Plane harbor, T. H., $742,000. 


St. Lawrence Estimates 


_ While the army engineers estimated that the St. Lawrence 
Project would cost the United States, $285,056,515, members 
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of the House rivers and harbors committee who opposed the 
project said that, if the costs that had been omitted from 
the army estimate, but that were necessary to computation of 
the actual total cost, were taken into consideration, the total 
cost of the St. Lawrence project would exceed $1,000,000,000. 
They contended that the cost of deepening of the harbors on 
the Great Lakes should be made part of the estimate of the 
cost of the St. Lawrence development and cited evidence show- 
ing that it would cost $46,909,709 for improvement of the Buf- 
falo, N. Y., harbor alone. They cited from a 1934 report of 
the Brookings Institution an estimate that deepening of ten 
of the larger Great Lakes harbors would cost $250,000,000. 

It was pointed out that the Niagara Frontier Planning 
Board had estimated that the cost of the St. Lawrence project, 
after deducting the contribution of the Power Authority of New 
York, would be $324,771,000, and had computed that, with the 
addition of interest in the 50-year period of amortization of 
the bonds for the power project and with the addition, also, of 
operation and maintenance expense in that period, the probable 
total cost to the United States would be $623,221,000 and the 
probable cost to Canada would be $597,367,000, a grand total 
of $1,220,588,000. 


East River Project 


The East River, N. Y., project, costing about $34,500,000, 
would involve, among other things, dredging of a channel 40 feet 
deep and 650 feet wide between North and South Brother 
Islands. Generally, it calls for modification of an existing 
project for the section of East River extending from Brooklyn 
Navy Yard to Throgs Neck, in Long Island Sound, a distance 
of about 14 miles, to provide for a channel 40 feet deep at 
mean low water and 550 to 1,000 feet wide, so as to give U. S. 
navy vessels a channel to Long Island Sound equally as deep 
as the channel between the Brooklyn Navy Yard and New York 
Harbor. It is estimated that it would take about nine years to 
complete this work, and the immediate defense value of the 
project, accordingly, has been questioned. 


Savannah River Project 


The Savannah River improvement below Augusta, Ga., at 
an estimated cost of $28,000,000, according to the omnibus bill 
report, involves principally the construction of a dam and 
hydro-electric power project, termed in the report “the Clark 
Hill Reservoir project.” The report said that studies showed 
that a market for power was growing in this region and that it 
was believed that the output from the Clark Hill project could 
be absorbed “within a reasonable time.” It cited a letter ad- 
dressed to Chairman Mansfield, of the House rivers and har- 
bors committee, by William S. Knudsen, then director general 
of the Office of Production Management, which said the project 
appeared to meet “the criterion set up by the President in 
his message of May 21, 1940, to the Congress, of being of na- 
tional defense value,’’ but that it could not be available for 
defense purposes until early in 1944. The report also repro- 
duced a letter to Mr. Knudsen from P. S. Arkwright, presi- 
dent of the Georgia Power Company, which stated, among other 
things, that that company had plans for installation of addi- 
tional generating equipment to care for increased electric power 
requirements in the territory, but that the scope of the com- 
pany’s plans would depend on the action that might be taken on 
the Clark Hill project. The latter added that it was indicated 
that “the entire output of the Clark Hill project could be deliv- 
ered to our system and distributed for defense purposes.” 


Project in Mansfield’s District 


One of the projects labeled for defense in the Dondero bill 
is in Chairman Mansfield’s district in Texas. This is the pro- 
posed Guadalupe River development, estimated my army en- 
gineers to cost $8,500,000. The project embraces (1) a channel 
from the Louisiana-Texas intracoastal waterway to a point 
3 miles above Victoria, Tex., to cost $3,700,000, with $81,000 
annually for operation and maintenance; (2) a dam and 
reservoir to control stream flow and for flood control, to cost 
about $4,275,000, and (3) a power plant at a cost of $525,000, on 
condition that, after further investigations, it is found to be a 
practicable development. The navigation project will extend 
from deep water in San Antonio Bay to a point about 50 miles 
up the river. It calls for a new canal running generally parallel 
to the bay and the river. The dam for the reservoir would be 
constructed at a point 280 miles above the mouth of the river. 
The project was not termed a defense project in the House 
rivers and harbors committee report on the omnibus bill. 


Mississippi and Defense 


The report on the omnibus bill, in discussing the Chain of 
Rocks project in the Mississippi, the cost of which was esti- 
mated by army engineers, at $10,290,000, with annual main- 
tenance and operation costs of $70,000, said ‘“‘this improvement 
should be coordinated with the comprehensive development of 





722 


the waterfront of the city of St. Louis.” It reproduced, as an 
endorsement of the national defense aspect of this project, a 
letter to Secretary Stimson, of the War Department, from 
Acting Secretary Taylor, of the Commerce Department. That 
letter cited “navigational difficulties” experienced in the Chain 
of Rocks section, about 2 miles long, saying that this section 
contained at certain seasons of the year exceptionally shallow 
water, that all operations above Chain of Rocks must be gov- 
erned by the stage of water in that section, and that the barge- 
carrying capacity of the Inland Waterways Corporation and 
its competitors thus was reduced. 

“This Department,” said the letter, “is in thorough agree- 
ment with your opinion that the Mississippi River transporta- 
tion can and will be of great value in a full defense effort of 
the nation and that elimination of the one remaining bottleneck 
at Chain of Rocks is of immediate and direct value to the 
national defense. President Chester C. Thompson, of the 
Inland Waterways Corporation, currently informs me that he 
confidently expects the greatest tonnage in the corporation’s 
history will be moved throughout the period of the defense 
effort.” 

Recreation and Fishing 


As to the Nantucket harbor project, the report of the army 
district engineer showed that the project was intended originally 
to benefit principally the “recreational and sport fishing in- 
dustries.” Though the project was recommended for national 
defense by the commandant of the U. S. coast guard, no show- 
ing had been made to the House committee as to how it was 
expected to benefit the coast guard. 

The New Jersey intracoastal waterway, costing $2,100,000 
and an additional $150,000 a year for maintenance, would re- 
quire three years for completion, according to army engineers. 

With respect to the Charleston, S. C., harbor project, to 
provide an anchorage area 30 feet deep at a cost of about 
$1,820,000, the report of the Board of Army Engineers, sub- 
mitted December 2, 1940, said that it did not appear that this 
proposed dredging project was of immediate necessity and that 
the navy did not feel justified in supporting the project for 
immediate accomplishment. 

Aside from substantial controversy as to what the projects 
would finally cost, it is pointed out there would be substantial 
increases in cost over army engineers’ estimates because of 
rising costs of materials and labor since such estimates were 
made. One estimate is that, based on Department of Labor 
statistics, there would be increases in cost as to some of the 
projects from 13 to 14 per cent. 

Representative Dondero said he had introduced the bill on 
his own initiative, but pointed out that the projects therein 
had been recommended for national defense by the War De- 
partment. He indicated that, in view of the fact that the House 
rivers and harbors committee omnibus bill contained many 
non-defense projects, there was a strong possibility that, when 
the two measures were brought before the House for action, 
his bill would be substituted for the omnibus bill. 


“SEA OTTER” CONSTRUCTION 


President Roosevelt, in his press conference March 10, said, 
in answer to a request for comment by him on the construction 
of “midget” cargo ships termed “sea otters,” that difficulties 
had been encountered in experimental construction of such 
vessels, which would be powered by gasoline engines. 

The president observed that, in the course of tests of the 
“sea otter” type of vessel, various technical requirements which 
had to be met had resulted in increasing the tonnage and draft 
of the ship to such an extent that it could not operate in shallow 
waters for which it had been designed originally. The original 
plans called for a draft of not more than 10 feet, which would 
enable the vessel to enter many small harbors and points in 
South America not accessible to the larger merchant ships, he 
said. He mentioned as one of the problems that remained to 
be solved the problem of loading and unloading “sea otter” 
shipments. He indicated that he believed further experiments 
with construction of this type of ship should be made and sug- 
gested that there might be some changes in the construction 
features that would result in making it a practical means of 
transporting small cargo shipments. He said there was a great 
deal of merit in the basic idea. 

Asked for comment on the problem of relative bulk of 
gasoline required for operation of ‘sea otters” as compared 
with Diesel oil, the President said the amount of gasoline needed 
for “sea otter’ engines would depend on the length of the 
voyage. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 
The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 
MC 86761 Sub. No. 7, Gulf Transport Co., 
Mississippi, Alabama. 


extension, 
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Rationing of Trucks, Ete. 


Federal District Judge Luther B. Way at Norfolk, Va, 
has upheld the validity of the tire rationing regulations issue 
by Price Administrator Henderson and has issued a permanent 
injunction restraining delivery of passenger and truck tires ang 
tubes without O. P. A. authorization, the O. P. A. has an. 
nounced. The decision was made in the first Civil action 
brought by the O. P. A. under its tire rationing regulations, 

The War Production Board has announced a 1942 program 
for the production of spare parts for medium and heavy 
trucks, truck trailers and busses, designed to keep such 
vehicles in running order. Orders have been issued raising from 
A-3 to A-2 the preference rating available for deliveries of 
materials for replacement parts. The board said it had raiseq 
the rating because it was necessary to the war program to keep 
existing trucks and busses running. It said the A-2 rating 
would give manufacturers a better opportunity to obtain quick 
delivery of necessary materials. Under amendments to limita. 
tion order L-35 and preference rating order P-107 issued and 
effective March 5, which supersede the original orders an- 
nounced January 22, W. P. B. authorized producers and sup. 
pliers to apply the A-2 rating to obtain deliveries of materials 
going into the manufacture of designated spare parts. The 
orders apply only to medium and heavy trucks, truck trailers, 
passenger carriers and school bus bodies. Parts for which the 
new rating may be used are listed in both the limitation order 
and the preference rating order. 

The board has issued preference rating A-1-j covering deliy- 
eries of materials for new commercial aircraft and for upkeep 
of planes and ground equipment, in amounts specified by the 
division of industry operations. 

A two-month extension until May 10 of preference rating 
order P-40, making available an A-l-g rating for materials 
going into the manufacture of industrial lift trucks and re- 
placement parts, has been announced by the War Production 
Board. The order is designed to insure an adequate supply of 
lift trucks used in lifting, hauling and moving war materials. 

The W. P. B. has extended until April 30 the A-3 preference 
rating available for deliveries of materials going into the manu- 
facture of truck trailers and busses. The extension applies 
also to materials used in the manufacture of medium and heavy 
motor truck bodies and cabs, but does not apply to materials 
for the manufacture of complete trucks or truck chassis. 


MOTOR PASSENGER STATISTICS 


Intercity and local or suburban Class I motor carriers of 
passengers reported net operating revenues of $14,250,598 for 
the three months ended with September, 1941, as compared with 
$9,247,099 for the same 1940 period, according to a Commission 
compilation of revenues, expenses, and statistics of those car- 
riers, numbering 203, statement Q-750. For the respective 
periods, their operating revenues totaled $58,681,271 and $45- 
180,745, and their expenses, $44,430,673 and $35,933,646. 

The intercity carriers, 152 in number, reported net operat- 
ing revenues of $13,384,388 for the three months ended with 
September, 1941, as against $8,540,764 for the same 1940 period. 
For the respective periods, their operating revenues totaled 
$50,721,599 and $38,220,459, and their expenses, $37,337,211 and 
$29,679,695. 

The local or suburban carriers, 51 in number, reported net 
operating revenues of $866,210 for the three months ended with 
September, 1941, as against $706,335 for the same 1940 period. 
For the respective periods their operating revenues totaled 
$7,959,672 and $6,960,286 and their expenses, $7,093,462 and 
$6,253,951. 


LIVE STOCK BY TRUCK 

Approximately two-thirds of the receipts of cattle, calves, 
70 per cent of the hogs, and about a third of the sheep and 
lambs received at the 68 major live stock markets in 1941 were 
“drive-ins,” most of which were truck receipts, according to 4 
compilation made by Edna M. Jordan, assistant agricultural 
statistician, U. S. Department of Agriculture. The term “drive- 
ins,” however, covers all live stock received at the markets 
other than by rail. The proportion of “drive-ins” to total re 
ceipts has tended to increase since 1916, reflecting the extel- 
sion of good roads and the expanding use of the motor truck 
according to the bulletin. 


TRUCK ROUTING VIA CANADA 

Harvey J. Campbell, vice-president and executive secretaly 
of the Detroit Board of Commerce, protested to President 
Roosevelt, in a telegram March 12, on behalf of Detroit I» 
dustries, against the refusal of the Canadian government, 
advice of C. D. Howe, minister of munitions and supplies, 
to permit trucking of war materials across Canadian territory 
to save time on movements between Michigan points, on the 
one hand, and points on the Niagara frontier and in NeW 
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England, on the other. He suggested that the President “re- 
quest conclusive action, by the joint Canadian-United States 
war production committee, meeting in Washington, March 13, 
to reverse this “refusal of cooperation by our Canadian ally.” 

In a statement issued at Detroit, Mr. Campbell called Mr. 
Howe “the finest example of a one-man bottleneck, of blatant 
complacency and of stubborn non-cooperation any Nazi or Jap 
could wish for.” He said the refusal to permit American trucks 
loaded with war materials to take the short-cut across Canada 
was the result “of a political agreement with the railroad 
protherhoods.” 

“It’s about time someone informed Mr. Howe that the 
United States and Canada are fighting on the same side in this 
war and it’s about time he learned that the war is being fought 
on behalf of the people of the united nations and not for the 
exclusive benefit of the railroads of the United States and 
Canada,” said he. 


HIGHWAY TO ALASKA 


Secretary Ickes of the Interior Department has issued a 
statement, as head of a committee of cabinet members in 
charge of plans for the U. S.-Alaska highway, saying that 
completion of this project within one year is expected. 

He said the road would be protected from the sea “by 
alpine country unpassable for airplanes for at least 50 per 
cent of the time due to coastal fogs and storms,” and that 
trucks and tanks could move along this route easily and quickly. 
He added that army engineers were now surveying a route 
tentatively approved. 


TRUCK ANTI-RACKETEERING BILL 


Representative Hoffman, of Michigan, has introduced H. 
R. 6743, a bill making the anti-racketeering act apply “to rack- 
eteering which burdens interstate commerce, no matter by 
whom it is practiced.” 

Mr. Hoffman said that the Supreme Court of the United 
States, March 2 (see Traffic World, March 7), decided “that 
racketeering, if practiced by a labor union, did not fall within 
the terms of that act.” 

“As Chief Justice Stone said, the decision, if the reason- 
ing of the majority were adopted, made highway robbery a 
pleasant pastime,” said he. 

Senator Holman, of Washington, has introduced S. 2347, 
a bill to apply the anti-racketeering act to activities such as 
the Supreme Court said were without the scope of the act in 
its decision of March 2. 


Cc. M. F. A. CLAIM AND INSPECTION SECTION 


The claim and inspection section of the Central Motor 
Freight Association will hold its first open meeting the after- 
noon of March 16 at the Stevens Hotel, Chicago. George E. 
Rockwood, chairman of the section, will preside. Speakers 
will include Joe Marshall, special representative, freight claim 
division, Association of American Railroads, on “Claim Pre- 
vention”; J. N. Strickler, assistant general traffic manager, 
Sears, Roebuck and Company, on “Cooperation Between Car- 
tier and Shipper,” and Sergeant Michael J. Phelan, cartage 
detail, Chicago Police Department, on “Thefts and Hijacking.” 
Harry F. Chaddick, president of the Central Motor Freight As- 
sociation, will speak on the association’s aims and purposes. 


TRUCK WAGE FINDING 


Thomas W. Holland, acting as wage and hour administra- 
tor, U. S. Department of Labor, has issued a written report 
setting forth his reasons for finding that the property motor 
carrier industry, effective, March 16, must pay a minimum 
Wage of 40 cents an hour. The finding was announced recently 
(see Traffic World, Feb. 14, p. 449). Under the fair labor 
standards act, otherwise known as the wage and hour act, the 
administrator is required to find, in increasing minimum wages 
above the statutory wage of 30 cents, that the higher minimum 
Will not result in any substantial curtailment of employment, 
and he so found in this case. He believed a great many car- 
ters would be able to meet the increased costs by adoption 
of more efficient aceounting and operating methods. The for- 
hire trucking industry contended its earnings had not been such 
? to warrant such a finding as that made by the administra- 

r. 


AUTOMOTIVE SAFETY FOUNDATION 


The Automotive Safety Foundation has announced the 
beginning of a nationwide program to enlist the cooperation 
of the public in conservation of vehicles, tires, fuels and high- 
Ways, with simultaneous promotion of their safe and efficient 
use for necessary war purposes. 

Reorganization and enlargement of the Foundation to 
handle the new work was also announced. A wider underwrit- 
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ing of the Foundation’s work brought the petroleum and cement 
manufacturing industries into the support given the Founda- 
tion for the last six years by the makers of motor vehicles, 
parts and accessories, and tires, and the automotive finance 
firms. Paul G. Hoffman, president, of the Foundation since its 
inception, was named chairman of the board and treasurer. 

Pyke Johnson, who has been executive vice-president and 
general manager of the Automobile Manufacturers Association, 
succeeded Mr. Hoffman as president. Norman Damon, director 
of the Foundation, was elected vice-president. 

George Romney, Detroit manager of the Automobile 
Manufacturers Association, has been appointed general man- 
ager of the association, succeeding Mr. Johnson. 


CAROLINA TRUCK LABOR CASE 


Issues in dispute between the Carolina Transportation 
Association, Inc., of Charlotte, N. C., and the International 
Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, etc., were submitted to 
binding arbitration before a three-man arbitration board March 
9 at the National War Labor Board in Washington (see Traffic 
World, Jan. 31, p. 312). The arbitration session extended over 
March 10 and 11. 

One of the arbitrators was Thomas Neblett, principal 
mediation officer of the War Labor Board, appointed by William 
H. Davis, chairman of the W. L. B. The others were W. D. 
Mason, attorney, of Charlotte, N. C., representing the em- 
ployers, and Paul Anderson, business agent of the Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Teamsters, representing the employes. 

Wages, hours and vacation pay were the matters in dis- 
pute. The controversy involved 500 employes of the following 
trucking concerns: Akers Motor Lines, Inc., Gastonia, N. C.; 
Davis Motor Lines, Inc., Charlotte; G. & M. Motor Transfer 
Co., Inc., Statesville, N. C.; Harris Bros. Transfer Co., Inc., 
Charlotte; Miller Motor Express, Charlotte, and Ross Motor 
Lines, Inc., Gastonia. 





C. M. F. A. SAFETY SECTION 


At a meeting of the safety and operations section of the 
Central Motor Freight Association at the Stevens Hotel, Chi- 
cago, March 10, Harry Chaddick, president of the association 
and of the American Transportation Company, said that within 
a few months approximately 60 per cent of all truck lading 
would be military traffic. Speaking on identification of drivers 
handling military shipments, he said the Office of Defense 
Transportation had informed trucking associations that the 
industry would have to arrange for uniform identification of its 
drivers. He said employers would be required to certify that 
its drivers were American cititzens. Though the identification 
requirements would in some respects seem burdensome to oper- 
ators, he said, one result might be that, because the procedure 
for identifying truck drivers would be complicated, the turn- 
over of drivers would decrease. 

Other speakers included C. R. Olson, vice-president, Cen- 
tury System, who discussed “Handling of Explosives and 
Proper Marking of Vehicles”; E. A. Roberts, Firestone Tire and 
Rubber Company, who gave an illustrated talk on “Servicing 
and Conservation of Rubber,” and Michael Mulcahy, rationing 
administrator, Chicago area, Office of Production Management, 
who discussed tire rationing. George W. Grist, Royal Indem- 
nity Company, chairman of the section, presided. 


NEW SIGNODE STRAPPING TOOL 


Signode Steel Strapping Company has developed a new 
type of tool for the application of steel strapping to packages. 
Known as the fork type, it has no foot, that part formerly 
inserted under the end of the strap to obtain friction for 
tensioning and closing. With the foot type of stretcher, some 
slack remained in the strapping after the removal of the tool, 
especially where the application was to non-compressible pack- 
ages with square corners. The fork type tool, which comes 
in two sizes to accommodate varying sizes and weights of 
strapping, makes possible the utmost tension without conse- 
quent slack. 


FRISCO PORTABLE REFRIGERATORS 


The Frisco Railway operated 447 merchandise freight 
schedules in 1941 with portable insulated containers for the 
protection of perishables against cold and heat. The containers 
are covered outside and lined inside with steel and galvanized 
iron with four inches of insulation between. Each contains a 
tank for the ice and salt used as refrigerant. They are fitted 
with roller bearing wheels and devices for fastening to car 
floors. The capacity of each container is from 95 to 100 cubic 
feet. Among products shipped in them are fresh meats and 
packing house products, candy, fruits and vegetables, ferns, 
yeast, dairy products, and fresh fish. No extra charge is made 
to the shipper for the service. 
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Questions and Answers 


° In this column will be answered questions of both legal and 
practical nature that confront persons dealing with trafic. A 
specialist on interstate commerce law, who is a member of our spe- 
cial service department, will give his opinion in answer to any sim- 
ple question relating to the law of interstate transportation of 
freight. The same man, with long experience and wide knowledge, 
will anawer questions relating to practical traffic problems. We do 
ong — to take the place of the traffic man but to help him in 
work. 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investiga- 
tion herein contemplated. If a more comprehensive answer to a 
question is desired than is thought proper for this column, the 
department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 

No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or 
questions from nonsubscribers. 

Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Trafic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 


Ilinois—Question: Following is a statement of facts and 
four numbered questions derived therefrom. Believing that 
these questions and correct answers thereto would be of con- 
siderable interest to numerous others of your subscribers, we 
would greatly appreciate your dealing with them in an early 
issue of the Traffic World. 


L. C. L. quantities of goods originating at point X in 
another state and intended for ultimate delivery to subsidiary 
warehouse S at point Z in this state are combined with other 
goods for main branch M at point Y, also in this state. These 
combined shipments are billed by factory F at A to M at Y 
via motor contract carrier A. A has proper Interstate Com- 
merce Commission contract carrier permit, has filed minimum 
rate schedule and also has bilateral written contract with M. 
The goods intended ultimately for S at Z are tagged for that 
consignee and destination, but the bill of lading covering them 
and the other goods combined therewith, tendered to carrier A 
by F at X, shows consignee M at destination Y. Carrier A 
charges his lawfully applicable interstate contract carrier rates 
from X to Y. A’s rates from X to Y apply on an any-quantity 
basis. A transports only for M and affiliates, therefore the tag- 
ging of goods for S at Z does not and should not result in con- 
fusion or delivery by that carrier elsewhere than to M at Y. 


Consignee later reships the goods originally intended for 
warehouse S at Z. This reshipment may be accomplished 
either by inclusion of the goods from factory F at X with 
other goods made at Y in a carload rail shipment from Y to Z, 
or as L. T. L. shipment via motor common carrier B. The 
L. T. L. shipment from Y to Z via carrier B might contain 
only goods originating at X or it might also include goods 
made at Y. In other words, the truck shipment from Y to Z 
would in some cases be solely a reshipment of goods from 
F at X, and in other cases a combination of those goods with 
goods made at Y. While F, M and § all know prior to ship- 
ment from X to Y, via carrier A, that the goods from F are 
ultimately for S at Z, as evidenced by the tagging, none of 
them knows whether the reshipment from Y to Z will be made 
by rail in a carload or L. T. L. via carrier B. That can be 
and is determined only by M after the goods from F at X 
reach M at Y. 


The routes of both the rail carriers and motor common 
carrier B, from Y to Z are entirely within this state. The rail 
carload commodity rate from Y to Z is filed with both the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and state commission, is un- 
restricted as to application, and therefore applies alike on in- 
terstate and intrastate traffic. Motor common carrier B serves 
X, Y and Z and holds proper Interstate Commerce Commission 
and state certificates covering its operations. However, B does 
not provide good or dependable service from X to Z. B has 
published through interstate L. T. L. rates (on prevailing 
rail class scale basis) from X to Z. B also has class rates 
from Y to Z, filed with the Interstate Commerce Commission 
and presumably applicable on both interstate and intrastate 
traffic. B also has a special tariff naming a lower commodity 
rate from Y to Z, applying on intrastate traffic only, and not 
required to be nor filed with any commission. Other motor 
common carriers have joint through routes and rates from X 
to Z. Their through rates X to Z are generally the same as 
B’s and the L. C. L. rail rates. 

The combinations of contract carrier A’s rate from X to 
Y, plus either the carload rail rate, B’s class rate (interstate 
and state) or B’s commodity rate (intrastate only) from Y to 
Z, would aggregate less than the published through L. T. L. 
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or L. C. L. rate X to Z. On any shipment from M at Y to 
S at Z, carrier B would presumably charge its low intrastate 
commodity rate regardless of whether the shipment consisted 
entirely of goods originating with F at X, goods made at yY, 
or a mixture of both, as the bill of lading would merely de- 
scribe the goods and indicate a shipment from M at Y to § 
at Z. Aside from the difference in freight cost, there are 
other considerations that dictate, or at least influence, re- 
aid M at Y of goods from F at X intended ultimately 
or S at Z. 


The foregoing statement of facts suggests the following 
questions: 


(1) Is there anything inherently unlawful in the practices: 

(a) Of shipping goods from F at X, intended ultimately for § at 
Z, to M at Y via contract carrier A on that carrier’s Jawful interstate 
rates? 

(b) Of the reshipping by M to S at Z (in same state), either in 
carloads by rail or via motor common carrier B? 

(2) Assuming that the practice of reshipping at Y is entirely law- 


ful and proper, provided lawfully published and Interstate Commerce 
Commission filed interstate rates are charged for the movement via 
intrastate rail or truck route from Y to Z, what is the legal responsi- 
bility of reshipper M in the matter of giving the rail carrier or motor 


common carrier B notice of the interstate character of shipments or 
portions of shipments originating at X and what is required of M in 
the discharge of his responsibility? 

(3) Would the tags, showing. as to reshipped goods originally from 
F at X, that such goods are from that shipper and origin point (with- 
out the state where the reshipment point and final destination are 
situate) and are for S at Z, constitute sufficient notice to motor com- 
mon carrier B of the interstate character of such goods, when re- 
shipped from Y to Z? 

(4) Could M at Y protect himself against possible penalties for 
violation of law, by inserting in the bill of lading and shipping order, 
issued to carrier B for the movement from Y to Z (in connection with 
descriptions of reshipped goods originally from F at X) a notation 
reading in substance ‘Interstate Shipment—Subject to Interstate 
Rates’’ and should M do so? 


Answer: Answering paragraph (a) of question (1); in 
accordance with Administrative Ruling No. 76 of the Bureau 
of Motor Carriers, a contract carrier may not transport prop- 
erty for shippers other than the shipper with whom he has a 
contract. There is nothing unlawful in the arrangement if the 
goods are being transported for account of M at Y, with whom 
carrier A has a contract. If, however, the goods are being 
transported from X to Y for account of S at Z there should be 
a contract for transportation of the goods between carrier A 
and § at Z. 

In answer to paragraph (b) of question (1); it is our 
opinion that there is nothing unlawful in the reshipping of the 
goods by M to §S at Z provided the lawfully applicable inter- 
state rates are paid. However, as it appears that there are 
joint through rates from X to Z, applicable via carriers A and 
B, the joint through interstate rate and not the sum of the 
rates from X to Y and Y to Z must be charged, as the movement 
is a through movement and interstate in character, notwith- 
standing the rebilling at Y. See Baltimore & Ohio S. W. Ry. 
Co. vs. Settle, 260 U. S. 166, 43 S. Ct. 28. 

Answering question (2), provided the applicable interstate 
rates are paid for the through movement of the goods re- 
shipped from Y to Z, it is the duty of M to tender the goods to 
the carrier at Y as interstate shipments. 

In answer to question (3); it is our opinion that the tags 
on the goods should be sufficient evidence of the interstate 
character of the goods. 

Answering question (4); it is our opinion that M at Y would 
protect himself by the notification suggested and should do s0, 
if he is to avoid liability for misbilling. See Kanotex Refining 
Co. vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry. Co., 34 I. C. C. 271; 
46 I. C. C. 495. 


Damages—Special 


Illinois Question: Can you cite any cases in which the 
courts or the Commission have considered the question of the 
possible liability of rail carriers under the following conditions: 

Several carloads of a certain commodity are shipped from 
point A to point B for storage in transit. A portion of the con- 
tents of each car was damaged in transit due to carrier's 
negligence and claim for such damage was filed and paid. 
The transit operator at point B, however, was compelled t0 
purchase locally an equivalent amount of the commodity and 
when the transit tonnage was reshipped to point C the local 
rate from B to C was applied on the local tonnage rather than 
the transit balance which would have been collected had al! 
of the inbound tonnage been stored and reshipped. 

Is there any liability on the part of the carrier for the 
difference between such local rate and the balance of the 
through rate? 

Answer: In an action for loss of, or injury to, goods shipped, 
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only such damages are recoverable as were contemplated, or 
might reasonably have been contemplated, by the parties. To 
authorize a recovery of such damages as would not ordinarily 
flow from the loss or injury, it is essential that at the time of 
shipment the peculiar circumstances from which special dam- 
ages would arise because of such loss or injury should be made 
known to the carrier; and this rule applies when it is sought 
to recover for loss of profits arising from the loss of the goods 
in transit. 

On the other hand, if the peculiar circumstances from which 
special damages would arise are made known to the carrier at 
the time that the property is delivered and accepted for trans- 
portation or if the carrier already knew, or in the exercise of 
ordinary care should have known, of the circumstances, special 
damages are recoverable. 

It is our opinion that damages in the amount of the dif- 
ference between the local rate and the balance of the through 
rate would come within the category of special damages and 
would be recoverable only in the event that notice was given the 
carrier at the time the shipments were delivered for trans- 
portation that such damages would result from loss of or 
injury to the goods. 


Routing and Misrouting—Carrier Not Required to Turn 
Shipment Over to Competing Carrier 


Arizona.—Question: We shipped a car of oil from one of 
our plants which was served by the X and Y railroads to a point 
to which the rate is based on a short line mileage. 

We tendered the car to the X railroad with the correct 
freight inserted in the bill of lading, but upon checking the 
mileage correctly we find that the short line mileage applies 
only by the Y railroad. 


Inasmuch as the agent for the X railroad did not notify 
us of their inability to protect the low rate and accepted the 
bill of lading with the low rate inserted, are they not liable for 
the difference between the correct rate and the rate assessed? 

Answer: In McLean Lumber Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co., 
22 I. C. C. 349, the Commission held that the initial carrier is 
under no obligation to turn over to a competing line shipments 
delivered to it upon bills of lading containing routing instruc- 
tions and a rate applicable only over other lines to which the 
consignor might have given the shipments, and that it is not 
chargeable with misrouting when the shipments are for- 
warded over the cheapest available route affording it the line 
haul. 

Therefore, unless there is a route to which carrier X is a 
party and via which route a cheaper rate applies than that ap- 
plicable via the route over which the shipment moved, there 
was no misrouting on the part of carrier X in forwarding 
the shipment via its line to destination, notwithstanding the fact 
that the route applicable via another carrier was shown in the 
bill of lading. See, in this connection, Metamora Elevator Co. 
vs. C. H. & D. Ry. Co., 160 I. C. C. 491, and St. Louis Cooperage 
(s. vs. B. & O; BR... Co, 161 LC. C. 258: 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rule 29 of Classification 


Kansas.—Question: Rule 29 of Consolidated Classification 
No. 14 has reference to carload and L. C. L. shipments. Our 
articles require special handling due to length or other dimen- 
sions. On a shipment of steel bars which are 40 feet long and 
are loaded by the shipper in an open gondola we feel that sec- 
tion No. 3 of paragraph A, does not fully cover, due to the 
fact that this paragraph concerns articles too long or bulky 
to be loaded through the side door without use of end door or 
Window in a closed car, no mention being made of open gondola 
cars. Paragraph B does not cover the situation, owing to the 
fact that the bars exceed 36 feet in length. Even the note under 
paragraph B concerning articles exceeding 36 feet in length 
actually loaded by the shipper will be of no benefit, due to the 
extreme length of the bars in this particular case. 


_ Please cite decision of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
Mission as to the application of Rule 29 on this subject. Cars 
are loaded by the shipper and forwarded from its plant as L. 
C. L. trap cars. 

Answer: In our opinion, the provisions of paragraph (a) 
of section 3, of Rule 29, of Consolidated Freight Classification 
No. 14, govern with respect to the shipment described by you. 
_ The reference in this paragraph to a closed car of a given 
size is for the purpose of determining whether a shipment is 
subject to the minimum charge, that is, a closed car of a 
Specified size is a yardstick for determining whether or not a 
shipment is subject to the minimum charge provided in section 
3. Section 3 does not require that the shipment be loaded in a 
closed car, and the shipment may, under the provisions of 
section 3 (a), move either in an open or closed car, but in 
either event a shipment, the dimensions of which do not permit 
loading through a side door 6 feet wide by 7 feet 6 inches high, 
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without use of end door or window, in a closed car not more 
than 36 feet in length by 8 feet 6 inches wide and 8 feet high, 
is subject to a minimum charge of 4,000 pounds, at the first 
class rate. See the decision of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission in Minimum Charges on Bulky Articles, 33 I. C. C. 378. 


Rates—Long and Short Haul Violation 


Missouri.—Question: Through alternative commodity rates 
of 26%2c, minimum 30,000 pounds, and 20%c, minimum weight 
60,000 pounds, are published via a given route from A to B. 

To C, a directly intermediate point, there is only one rate 
published, 26%4c, minimum weight 30,000 pounds. Tariff pro- 
vides that rates will apply to unnamed intermediate points. 
Will this rate of 20%c, minimum weight 60,000 pounds, apply 
to C, there being no rate published on the higher minimum 
weight to this point? If not, does not the 20%c rate to the 
point beyond create a fourth section violation? 

Answer: Inasmuch as the carload charge on a shipment 
weighing 60,000 pounds, moving from A to B, would be lower 
than on a shipment moving from A to C, namely, $123.00 as 
against $159.00, the publication of the alternative commodity 
rates of 2642c, minimum 30,000 pounds, and 20%c, minimum 
60,000 pounds, from A to B results in a fourth section violation 
at C, provided C is intermediate to B via the same route. 


Motor Carriers—Regular and Irregular Route Contract 
Carriers 


New York.—Question: A contract carrier of specified com- 
modities has rights from point A to point B over regular routes, 
and from point B to a wide area C in another state over ir- 
regular routes. Does the carrier have rights from point A to 
the area C? If the billing specified “via point B,” would the 
carrier then have rights? 


Also, could the carrier publish and contract for propor- 
tional rates “from A to B when moving beyond B,” and rates 
“from B to area C when originating at A”? 

We would appreciate reference to any rulings or decisions 
made on this question. 


Answer: We are unable to locate decisions of the Com- 
mission in which these questions have been considered. 


In our opinion the answer to your first two questions is 
negative. A contract carrier cannot combine the operations set 
up separately in his operating authority. For example, say a 
certain contract carrier had authority to transport over regu- 
lar route, “hardware store supplies between Watertown, New 
York, and Utica, New York,” and also had authority to trans- 
port via irregular route “paint from Newark, New Jersey, to 
Watertown, New York.” General commodities, we _ believe, 
would include paint and the question would be can this car- 
rier ship paint from Newark, New Jersey, to Utica, New York? 
The answer seems to be “no,” for the reason that had the con- 
tract carrier submitted sufficient proof, or evidence with his 
application for authority to operate, showing that he had 
transported paint from Newark, New Jersey, to Utica, New 
York, his authority would have been so worded. 

Although not directly in point, we refer you to Commis- 
sioner Porter’s dissenting opinion in 37 M. C. C. 305, Marion 
Trucking Company, Inc.—Purchase—George E. Mertz. On 
page 309 of the decision named we find the following: 


* * * and as to the non-duplicating authority the unification will 
not result in trucking being authorized to connect such operations 
with those acquired for the performance of through service greater 
in scope than has been possible under separate ownership. 

This statement is designed to force vendee to operate its present 
rights entirely separate from those it acquires. In other words, vendee 
cannot conduct a continuous operation over its old and new routes. 
For example, suppose vendee now operates from A to B and vendor 
now operates from B to C and both have contracts to transport for 
the same shipper; at the present time that shipper can have its ship- 
ments transported from A to C over the lines of vendee and vendor 
at the sum of the local rates. When this transaction is consummated 
and vendee owns the rights from A to C, the shipper cannot bill nis 
shipments from A to C at a through rate as that was not permissible 
when the rights were separately owned. * * * 

I am forced to concede that this restriction is in accord with the 
pronouncement in Clare M. Marshall, Inc.—Purchase—Cunningham, 36 
M. C. C. 507, as at present interpreted, in which I participated, but 
upon further reflection I am convinced that decision was wrong. 


With respect to the question in paragraph two of your let- 
ter, our opinion is still in the negative. In Holmes Contract 
Carrier application, 8 M. C. C. 391, on page 393 it is stated: 


Common carriers and contract carriers are essentially different in 
character and in their relation to the shipper, and the difference is 
such that they cannot join with each other in arrangements for ‘‘inter- 
change’”’ of traffic, i. e., for through transportation, involving a single 
transaction with the shipper. It follows, also, that in its contract of 
carriage with the shipper, which, under our regulations, must be filed 
with this Commission, a contract carrier cannot undertake to furnish 
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transportation which is beyond its power to furnish and which requires 
the services of another carrier, or include compensation for such trans- 
portation to be furnished by others. 

However, we see nothing to prevent a shipper from employing a 
contract carrier, apart from the contract of carriage, as its agent for 
the purpose of arranging for transportation by common carriers beyond 
points reached by the contract carrier, including payment of the 
charges for such transportation. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rule 34 of Consolidated 
Freight Classification 


Washington.—Question: I would like your interpretation 
of the following: relative to the application of the correct mini- 
mum to apply, with respect to Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion Service Order No. 68, and to Supplement No. 1 to Con- 
solidated Freight Classification 15, as it covers the provisions 
of Rule 34. 

On a commodity where Western Classification names a 
minimum of 24,000 pounds; subject to Rule 34, formerly when 
carrier furnished a car larger than the specified length gov- 
erning, for their convenience; charges were assessed on the 
prescribed minimum, as named in the rate item, except where 
actual weight exceeded the minimum. 

My interpretation of the Service Order and the Supple- 
ment, is, in the event that should this happen after the effec- 
tive dates as named; shipper or consignee, whichever bears the 
charges, would have to pay the charges applicable to the size 
of the car furnished. Should a 50 foot car be furnished, the 
minimum governing, covered by Rule 34, would be 38,880 
pounds; provided the actual weight did not exceed the minimum 
weight. 

We have asked the advice of several of the carrier’s agents 
and have received both affirmative and negative replies. We 
will appreciate any information that you can give, in order to 
clarify this matter. 

Answer: We agree with your 
Order No. 68. 

In the event a larger car is furnished than that which is 
ordered we know of no reason why a shipper cannot refuse 
to make use of this car. However, if a larger car than ordered 
is furnished and used, freight charges must be paid on the 
basis of the size of this larger car. 


interpretation of Service 


Freight Charges—Liability of Consignor Under Section 7 of 
the Bill of Lading 


New York.—Question: 
York’’- 
caption. 

Your conclusion, apparently, involves an elective decision 
on the part of the carrier for protection of lawfully accrued 
charges, third-last paragraph of your reply, quote: “Unless 
the stipulation provided for in Section 7 of the bill of lading is 
executed by the consignor, either party, the consignor or con- 
signee, may be held liable for the freight charges.” 

Are you aware of any provisions by statute, decisions or 
orders obligating the carriers to enforce payment by the con- 
signor of freight charges on a straight “collect” bill of lading, 
the consignor named only as such therein, Section 7 not exe- 
cuted, shipment delivered to the consignee, designated in the 
bill of lading, under a credit arrangement for payment of 
freight charges, which consignee, after delivery, is involved in 
bankruptcy proceedings? 

The carrier files proof of claim for the amount of the 
accrued freiglit charges with the receiver or trustee, respect- 
ing which, in reorganization or liquidation of the consignee’s 
business, the United States District Court orders a 50% settle- 
ment of all unsecured claims. 

Is the carrier, having exhausted all recourse as against the 
consignee, obligated by statute or order to enforce payment 
of the balance of the freight charges by the consignor? 

Answer: We are not aware of decisions covering the lia- 
bility of a consignor where a shipment is delivered to a con- 
signee under a credit arrangement, which consignee becomes 
involved in bankruptcy proceedings, but in New York Central 
R. Co. vs. James A. Berry Sons’ Co., 12 Atl. 2d 588, it was held 
that a consignor of an interstate shipment, who elected not to 
require the delivering railroad to collect freight charges from 
the consignee, became liable for all freight and demurrage 
charges, irrespective of whether the railroad delivered the cars 
to the consignee on an unreasonable credit period. 

See, also, New York, N. H. & H. R. Co. vs. California Fruit 
Growers Exchange, 5 Atl. 2d 353, in which it was held that, 
as the uniform bill of lading, prescribed by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, expressly accords the shipper the privilege 
of absolving himself from liability for freight charges by exe- 
cuting the non-recourse clause, it excludes the implication of 
the right to attain the same object in a different way. See, also, 


Referring to your reply to “New 
in the Traffic World of February 21, under the above 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


to the same effect, Missouri Pacific R. Co. vs. Sorrell, 
Supp. 886. 


Routing and Misrouting—Motor Carriers 


Minnesota.—Question: On March 7, 1940, we were ten. 
dered a load of motor truck hydraulic dump hoists, hoist parts 
and dump bodies, weighing 20,345 lbs., consigned to Memphis, 
Tennessee. The bill of lading did not carry any routing. 

The rates covering this movement are named in Southern 
Motor Carriers Rate Conference Tariff No. 98, MF-I. C. C. No. 
138. National Motor Freight Classification No. 4 prescribes 
volume rating of fifth class on these commodities. However. 
Item 165-C, of Supplement 13, effective December 21, 1939 
reads: 


21 Fed. 


Except as otherwise specifically provided in Items 180 through 285 
class rates named in this tariff between points taking groups shown 
below will be subject to class or column ratings as indicated below as 
minima. On articles classified lower than the minima shown beloy 
charges will be assessed on the basis of the minimum class or column 
rating shown below. 


Between Minneapolis and Memphis, fourth class. 

Item 180-D, of Supplement 15, effective January 15, 1949, 
reads: 

When via or in connection with the carrier shown 
minimum or lowest rate applicable will be sixth class or 


below, the 
column 40 


Thirteen carriers are listed, including the X Company. 

At Chicago we turned this shipment over to the X Com- 
pany who transferred it to another carrier for delivery. We 
assessed the fourth class rate of $1.23 and now a claim has 
been filed for the account of the shipper on the basis of the 
fifth class rate of $1.00, on the ground that as the shipment 
was handled by X Company we must protect a fifth class 
rating. 

We contend that the exception to the minimum rating rule 
taken by X Company can not be made to apply to our account 
simply because we turned the shipment over to that carrier. 

Will you kindly give us your opinion in this matter? 

Answer: As to shipments moving via rail carriers, the 
Commission holds that, where no routing is specified by the 
shipper, it is the duty of the initial carrier to forward a ship- 
ment via the cheapest available route, and failing to do so 
the carrier is liable for the difference between the rate via the 
cheapest available route and that via the route over which the 
shipment moved, and reparation may be had in this amount. 

As to shipments moving via motor carriers, the Commis- 
sion in its decision in Docket No. MC-C-63, Hausman Steel Co. 
vs. Seaboard Freight Lines, Inc. (Mimeographed), decided 
January 29, 1942, holds that except in the absence of joint rates 
on through routes, with other carriers, the failure of an initial 
carrier, where it has a choice of routes available, to forward 
a shipment over the lowest-rated route, may subject the initial 
carrier to a charge of exacting unjust and unreasonable rates 
or of engaging in an unreasonable practice. 


However, the Commission has held that, under Part II ol 
the Interstate Commerce Act, it is without power to award 
reparation in instances where it is found that the provisions 0! 
the Motor Carrier Act have been violated. 


Rates—Reasonableness of—Minimum Weights 


Ohio.—Question: Under the provisions of Item 332-J, Sup. 
plement No. 97 to Central States Motor Freight Bureau Tariff 
15-A, Agent Buckley’s MF-I. C. C. B-184, machinery, which in 
truck loads is rated class 40 is subject. to minimum weight 0! 
16,000 pounds when loaded in or on a “standard” truck. 

A standard truck is defined in Note 4, as one not less tha! 
19% feet long, 7% feet wide and 6% feet high. 


Apparently a truck more than 19% feet long, 7% feet 
wide and 6% feet high, will be considered a “standard” truck 

A recent shipment consisted of 3 machines weighing 6,00 
pounds each, total 18,000 pounds. It was turned over to 4 
motor common carrier whose truck was 20 feet long. Only - 
of the machines or 12,000 pounds could be loaded on one ¢ 
foot truck, and in accordance with the above item it was nect 
sary to bill the two machines at the minimum of 16,000 Ibs 
and the remaining machine at actual weight of 6,000 pounds 
total 22,000 pounds. 


Competing motor carrier have oversize trucks 28 feet Jons 
into which all 3 of the machines could have been loaded at 
transported at the actual weight of 18,000 pounds. 

Seemingly this is a discrimination in favor of those p&* 
sessing extra long trucks. 

Answer: The National Motor Freight Classification contalt® 
no provision similar to Rule 24 of the Consolidated Frei! 
Classification, that is, it contains no follow-lot rule. In the 
absence of such a rule it would seem that the machine whi 
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March 14, 1942 


could not be loaded in the truck would be subject to the L. T. L. 
rate at actual weight, the purpose of an overflow rule being to 
permit of the movement as one shipment of the entire amount 
iendered for shipment at one time. 

See, however, Administrative Ruling No. 11 of the Bureau 
of Motor Carriers, which reads as follows: 


Question: A motor common carrier of property publishes a com- 
modity rate of 15 cents, minimum 10,000 pounds, on a particular com- 
modity, and a less-truckload rate on the same commodity of 20 cents 
between the same points. It is offered a shipment of 10,000 pounds at 
the 15-cent rate, but it is physically impossible for him to carry the 
entire 10,000 pounds on that day. May the carrier transport 5,000 
pounds on one day and the balance the next day and charge the 
1-cent rate. 

Answer: This is permissible provided that the entire shipment is 
piled on a Single bill of lading and is actually delivered to the carrier, 
y delivery of all thereof tendered, at one time. 


If the minimum weight provided for in connection with the 
rating On machinery cannot be loaded in the size of trucks 
which are ordinarily available, the minimum is unreasonable 
and should be reduced to a minimum which can ordinarily be 


loaded in the standard size of truck which is ordinarily avail- 
able for such loading. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rule 13 of Consolidated 
Freight Classification 


Pennsylvania.—Question: Would you be kind enough to 
enlighten us on the charge on a 75-pound shipment of metal 
patterns, new, N. O. I. B. N., as described in Consolidated 
Freight Classification No. 15, Item 42705, from Philadelphia to 
Chicago? The classification rates this articles at 1% times 
first class, which makes a rate of $2.40 cwt. General Rule 13, 
Section 1, paragraph (b) would apply to determine the mini- 


mum, but it appears to us that this could be interpreted in 
two Ways: 


(1) Charges shall be on the basis of actual weight at the applicable 


ate but not less than for 100 pounds at first class, that is 75 pounds 
i $2.40 — $1.80; or 


(2) Literally, according to that paragraph of the rule, as if one 
were shipping 100 pounds of first class freight, that is, 100 pounds @ 
$1.60 — $1.60. 


We are aware that the carriers ordinarily assess charges 
on the first basis. However, paragraph (a) directly preceding 
states that the minimum charge for shipments classified first 
class or lower shall be for 100 pounds at the class or commod- 
ity rate applicable thereto—expressly for 100 pounds, the unit 
inwhich rates are stated, without regard to actual weight; and 
with this in mind it is easy to read paragraph (b) in the same 
manner, namely that although a shipment weighs less than 100 
pounds, one would pay for 100 pounds at the first class rate, 
taking no account of the fact that a shipment of over 100 pounds 
would be charged at the multiple rate. 


The sudden switch from the 100 pounds minimum basis in 
paragraph (a) to actual weight in paragraph (b), without 
express wording that the charge in paragraph (b) shall be at 
actual weight, seems to us ambiguous. Would you tell us 
whether, in your opinion, it would be possible to claim charges 
on the second basis on the grounds of lack of clearness, also 


whether it is definitely settled by Commission decisions, if any, 
that the first basis must be applied? 


_Answer: The charge provided for in Rule 13 of ‘the Con- 
slidated Freight Classification is a minimum charge, and is 
hot to be applied unless the charge on a shipment arrived at 
by use of the applicable rate at actual weight of the shipment 
is less than the minimum charge provided for in Rule 13. 

The applicable charge on the shipment described is $1.80, 


based on the actual weight of the shipment at the applicable 
tate of $2.40. 


Shipping—Freight Charges 0n Damaged Shipment 


Virginia.—Question: Will you kindly advise if we can 
ottain reparation on proportional freight, regarding the fol- 
owing: 

We shipped a less carload shipment of traveling bags from 
Petersburg, Va., to New Orleans, routed via New York, care 
of Morgan Line. The shipment moved forward uninsured, and 
the rate did not include marine insurance. While in transit 
the steamship experienced heavy weather, and upon arriving 
at destination, damage occurred to part of the shipment. As 
We did not insure the merchandise, we could not hold the car- 
‘er liable for the damage. However, we believe that the car- 
‘ers should refund us the proportionate freight, which in this 
stance amounts to 30 per cent of the total freight charges. 

ras there ever been a similar case of this nature, and did 
“onsignee obtain reparation for the freight? 

b Answer: The parties may so contract that freight is pay- 
able Whether or not the cargo is lost or injured, or otherwise 
‘gulate the matter by contract, in which case the contract 
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governs. Portland Flouring Mills vs. British, etc., Mar. Ins. 
Co., 130 Fed. 860; Taylor vs. Insurance Co. of North America, 
6 Fed. 410. However, even though the bill of lading calls for 
payment of freight ‘Ship lost or not lost,” if the goods are so 
damaged by the carrier’s negligence that they cannot be de- 
livered in specie freight is not recoverable. The Willdomino, 
300 Fed. 5, 272 U. S. 718, 47 S. Ct. 261. In the absence of such 
a contract, if the goods are lost by a danger of navigation or 
peril of the sea, the carrier is not entitled to freight. The 
Cuba, 6 Fed. Cas. No. 3, 458, 3 Ware 260. 

However, if the cargo is carried to the port of destination, 
freight is earned even though at its arrival it is, by reason of 
sea damage, partially or utterly ruined and worthless. (Carao 
vs. Guinarees, 10 Fed. 783; Tio vs. Vance, 30 Amer. Dec. 715; 
Griswell vs. New York Ins. Co., 3 Amer. Dec. 490; McGregor 
vs. Kilgore, 27 Amer. Dec. 260), and where the loss of a por- 
tion of the cargo is caused by a “danger of navigation or peril 
of the sea,” the carrier is entitled to freight upon the portion 
of the cargo actually delivered; and freight is payable, in the 
case of wreck, on each package landed, if equal in value to the 
freight. Edward Hines Lumber Co. vs. Chamberlain, 118 Fed. 
716; Smith vs. Welsh, 22 Fed. Cas. Co. 13, 126. Generally, if 
the goods are lost, damaged, or destroyed either wholly or 
partially, otherwise than by a peril of the sea or a cause ex- 
cepted in the contract of affreightment, the carrier is not en- 


titled to freight. British, etc., Mar. Ins. Co. vs. Southern Pac. 
Co., 55 Fed. 82. 





Digest of New Complaints 





No. 28780, Sub. 1, St. Louis Cooperate Co., St. Louis, Mo., vs. Wabash 
et al. 

Rates and charges, new wooden tight barrels and kegs, St. Louis, 

Mo., to Decatur, Ill., in violation of section 6. Asks reasonable 
and just rates and charges and an order requiring defendants to 
cancel ‘‘balance due’’ bills. (W. E. Rosenbaum, 952 Cotton Belt 
Bldg., St. Louis, Mo.) 

No. 28793, Indiana State Chamber of Commerce, Indianapolis, Ind., vs. 
Algers, Winslow & Western Railway Co. et al. 

Rates, fuel oil and other low-grade petroleum and petroleum 
products, including crude petroleum oil, between points in Okla- 
homa, Arkansas, Kansas, Louisiana and Texas, on the one hand, 
and points in Indiana, Jilinois and Wisconsin, on the other, alleged 
to be in violation of sections 1, 2 and 3, the alleged undue prefer- 
ence being for manufacturers in Illinois and Wisconsin. Asks 
cease and desist order and establishment, for the future, of rea- 
sonable rates. (H. A. Hollopeter, Second Floor, Board of Trade 
Bldg., Indianapolis, Ind.) 

No. 28794, Washington Eljer Co., Los Angeles, Calif., vs. Luckenbach 
Steamship Co., Inc., et al. 

Rates charged, rough iron castings (bath tubs) in crates, shipped 
Oct. 1, 1939, to Aug. 30, 1940, from Salem, O., to ports, thence by 
water to Los Angeles Harbor, Calif., alleged to have been excessive, 
unjust and unreasonable, and inapplicable in violation of shipping 
act, 1916, and intercoastal shipping act, 1933. Asks cease and de- 


sist order and reparation. (E. W. Cox, 406 S. Main St., Los An- 
geles, Calif.) 


No. 28795, The P. R. Mitchell Co., Cincinnati, O., vs. Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Co. 

Rates charged, chicken feathers, shipped for export Jan. 18, 1940, 
from Cincinnati to Baltimore, Md., alleged to be in violation sec- 
tions 1 and 4. Asks reparation and interest. 

No, 28796, Ashton Elevator Co., Ashton, Kan., et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al. 

Allege unreasonable, preferential and prejudicial, in violation of 
sections 1 and 3, rates on grain, Kansas points to Missouri River 
peints, by reason of defendants’ failure to publish rates at the 
time and as required by the Commission’s decision in No. 17000, 
Part 7, decided October 22, 1934. Ask reparation. (F. R. Tomlins, 
Wellington, Kan.) 

MC C-334, iron and steel, Minnequa, Colo., to Kan. and Mo. points. 

Investigation instituted by the Commission, division 2, on its 
own motion, into rates and charges, etc., on iron and steel articles, 
minimum 18,000 pounds, from Minnequa, Colo., to Kansas City, 
Mo., and points grouped therewith, maintained by carriers parties 
to tariffs of Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., and 
Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc. 

No. 28792, interchange of freight at Boston piers. 
Investigation instituted by the Commission, on its own motion, 


into the rates and charges, etce., of the New Haven, Boston & 
Maine and New York Central applicable to the interchange of 


freight with water carriers at piers at the port of Boston, Mass. 
No. 28798, Mt. Vernon Bridge Co., Mt. Vernon, O., vs. Chicago & 
Eastern Illinois et al. 
Alleges that rates charged, fabricated and other bridge material, 
shipped in 1939 from Hays and Clairton, Pa., to Mt. Vernon, O., 
there reshipped under terms of transit tariffs under applicable 
through rate to Krotz Springs, La., alleged to have been and to 

be unlawful in violation of section 6. Asks cease and desist order 


and reparation. (T. P. Scanlon, Room 720, 53 W. Jackson Blvd., 
Chicago, Ill.) 























Traffic Club Doings 


Items for this column are solicited and when they are sent and not 
published it is because they are inappropriate or not timely. Copies 
of a club’s publication or the notices it sends to members are 
usually not sufficient, because often they are received too late to be 
of value. THs Trarric WorLD goes to press in Chicago Friday of 
each week. News of coming or past events, such as meetings, din- 
ners and election of officers, is desired. If publicity is looked for it 
should be made the duty of someone in the club to keep us ade- 
quately and promptly informed.—EHditor THe Trarric WorRLD. 





Director Eastman, of the O. D. T., will speak at a luncheon 
meeting to be held by the Traffic Club of New York the last 
week of March. The exact date has not as yet been set. A 
children’s Easter party will be held April 4. The annual 
outing will be held at Travers Island July 21. 





Harold C. Davis, vice-president, Consolidated Motor Lines, 
and formerly special representative of the United States in 
China and Burma, gave an illustrated talk on “China and the 
Burma Road” at a meeting of the Traffic Club of Washington, 
D. C., March 11. He will give a talk on the same subject at 
a dinner meeting of the Traffic Club of Wilmington, Del., 
April 8. 





Chester C. Thompson, president, Federal Barge Line, St. 
Louis, will speak at a monthly dinner meeting of the Women’s 
Traffic and Transportation Club of New Orleans March 25. 
Arrangements are in the hands of Violet Weitzel and Esther 
Barrois, both of the Barge Line. 





Ernest E. Smith, new president of 
the Transportation Club of the Roches- 
ter, N. Y., Chamber of Commerce, is 
Rochester manager of the National 
Carloading Corporation. He has been 
active in the affairs of the club and 
its bowling league for several years. 
He has served the club as chairman of 
its golf and program committees and 
as vice-president. Those elected to 
serve with him include: Vice-presi- 
dents, O. G. Meyer, traffic manager, 
Yawman and Erbe Manufacturing 
Company, and Joseph P. McCafferty, 
division freight agent, Lehigh Valley 





Railroad; secretary-treasurer, F. W. 
Burton; assistant secretary, J. F. 
Coyle. 





Dr. William G. Carleton, professor of political science, 
University of Florida, Gainesville, spoke on “This Time We 
Must Win the Peace” at a monthly meeting of the Central 
Florida Traffic Club at Orlando, Fla., March 3. The speaker 
was introduced by D. S. Evans, president, Greater Orlando 
Chamber of Commerce. R. H. Burgin, Chesapeake and Ohio, 
and vice-president of the club, presided. 





Bruce Thomas, lecturer and world traveler, will speak on 
“Experience with Commandos” at an industrial night dinner 
meeting of the Pacific Traffic Association of San Francisco March 
18. At a meeting of the association’s Tuesday traffic forum, 
March 10, J. A. Casoly, engineering department, Southern Pa- 
cific, gave an illustrated talk on the history of locomotives. 


The annual dinner of the Metropolitan Traffic Association 
of New York, set for April 23, has been canceled by action 
of the board of governors. Members will make a tour of in- 
spection of wine cellars of B. Cribari and Sons March 16. Din- 
ner will be served. At a forum meeting, March 12, Louis J. 
Chick conducted a discussion of “Transit Privileges.” Gerard 
J. Donovan, Stein, Hall and Company, will lead a discussion of 
“Import and Export Rates” at a forum meeting March 26. 





Lieut.-Commr. Maurice S. Sheehy, chaplain, United States 
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Fla., spoke on ‘Problems of 
the Hour” at a monthly luncheon meeting of the Traffic Club 
of Jacksonville March 9. 





At a railroad night meeting of the Bridgeport, Conn., 
Traffic Association, March 16, J. S. Madigan, Federal Bureau 
of Investigation, New Haven, Conn., will speak. George Crow- 
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ley, chief of police force, New York, New Haven and Hartforj 
Railroad, will introduce the speaker. The Great Northem 
sound film, “Empire on Parade,” will be shown. 





The Traffic Club of St. Louis will hold a St. Patrick's Da, 
luncheon meeting March 16. Motion pictures taken at the ap. 
nual outings in 1940 and 1941 will be shown. 





Anthony Weitzel, columnist, Detroit Free Press, will speak 
at a past presidents’ night dinner meeting of the Motor City 
Traffic Club of Detroit March 16. William I. Nokely, Nationa] 
Automotive Transporters’ Association, will be toastmaster 
There will be a program of entertainment. 





The Women’s Traffic Club of Tulsa, Okla., held a victory 
dance February 24. The annual dinner will be held April 4 





Carl S. Evenson, new president of the Traffic Club of Den. 
ver, began his transportation service 
as telegraph operator for the Chicago 
and North Western at Watertown, 
Wis., in 1903. In succeeding years he 
served with the company as ticket 
agent, chief clerk, and station agent, 
In June, 1917, he enlisted in the United 
States Army engineering corps, in 
which he served until December, 1919, 
at which time he held the rank of first 
lieutenant. Rejoining the Chicago and 
North Western as agent at Dixon, Ill, 
he subsequently was appointed travel. 
ing agent at St. Louis in 1920, general 
agent at New Orleans in 1925, and 
general agent at Denver in 1931, the 
position he now holds. He has been 
a member of the club since 1931 and 
has served as second and first vice- 
president and on various committees. 





Leroy Dawson, judge in the Los Angeles superior court, 
spoke on “The Home Front” at a luncheon meeting of the Los 
Angeles Transportation Club March 9. E. A. Coons, assistant 
freight traffic manager, Union Pacific, was chairman. The 
sports committee, W. W. Jordan, chairman, has announced ar- 
rangements for the annual match play golf tournament. 
Matches will be played beginning April 11, and the finals will 
~ played at the annual picnic, at the Altadena Country Club, 

uly 25. 





Martin Kupprat, traffic manager, Davies Young Soap 
Company, Dayton, O., was recently elected president of the 
Miami Valley Traffic Club. Those 
elected to serve with him include: First 
vice-president, E. G. Waterman, travel- 
ing freight agent, Chicago, Burlington 
and Quincy, Cincinnati, O.; second 
vice-president, J. W. Brown, traffic 
department, National Cash Register 
Company, Dayton; secretary, W. D 
Tucker, traffic department, Mead Cor- 
poration, Dayton; treasurer, O. H 
Murlin, manager, Universal Carloaé- 
ing and Distributing Company, Day- 
ton; members of the board of govel- 
nors, L. W. Baker, division freight 
agent, Baltimore and Ohio, Dayton; 
J. D. Boak, president, City Transfe? 
Company, Troy, O.; E. F. Leonard 
commercial agent, Southern Railway, 
Cincinnati; H. W. Rogge, assistanl 
traffic manager, McCall Corporation, 
Dayton; W. A. Blake, traffic manager, Inland Manufacturing 
Division, General Motors Corporation, Dayton; R. E. Over 
mier, —_— manager, National Supply Company, Spring: 
field, O. 





The Transportation Club of Dallas, Tex., held a ladies 
day luncheon meeting March 9. Members of the Traffic Clu! 
of Ft. Worth and their ladies were guests. 





Norris K. Carnes, manager, Central Cooperative Associé 
tion, South St. Paul, Minn., spoke on “Present Problems of the 
Dairy and Live Stock Industries” at a luncheon meeting of the 
Transportation Club of St. Paul March 10. 





The following have been appointed as chairmen of the 
standing committees of the Omaha Traffic Club: Athlet 
Cliff Massoth; auditing, Charles Klindt; education, J. J. Hat 
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A steel company had some long 
girders ready for shipment to an im- 
portant dam construction job. One of 
the girders, 118 feet long, was too 
high at one end to clear overhead 
‘tructures on the railroad so the com- 
pany’s traffic manager called on the 
lllinois Central for help. 


Ske'ches of the girder were fur- 
ished to our Engineering Depart- 
ment, who quickly found the solution. 
he necessary clearance was obtained 
by loading the high end of the girder 
na depressed car. The other end was 
loaded on a flat car. As the supports 


pre (0 feet apart, another flat car was 


wed as an idler between these two cars. 
* * * 
To help shippers fill Uncle Sam’s 


Production quotas in the Victory drive, 
the Illinois Central Traffic Department 
ts been converted into a service de- 
partment. All traffic offices will oper- 
ale as transportation service stations— 


1 Observation 
EAMWORK PAYS OFF! Chet con- 


Oo . 
lanes are the eyes the observation 





for the duration. They will cooperate 
with all other carriers in supplying the 
transportation our country needs. 


Well-equipped to serve in these 
urgent days, Illinois Central men can 
help shippers solve the toughest trans- 
portation problems. At each office the 
entire experience and facilities of the 
Illinois Central organization are avail- 
able. 


Whether it be girders or foodstuffs, 
schedules, routings or cars, the Illinois 
Central is eager to help you. For 
transportation information of any kind, 
to anywhere, call the Illinois Central 
man nearest you. Let us help you to 
keep em rolling! Teamwork pays off! 
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The Illinois Central operates over these routes, 
connects with more than 150 other American 


railroads. Maintains offices in 86 cities here 
and abroad, is manned by more than 30,000 
trained and experienced workers, equipped to 
serve shipper or traveler anywhere. 
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nett; entertainment, Herb Feierman; golf, Art Bartels; mem- 
bership, Walt Wharton; movies, Floyd Marlow; picnic, Bill 
Tritz; publicity, Henry Volz; speakers, Ed Parks, and luncheon, 
R. B. Wixson. The board of directors has voted to buy a $500 
federal defense bond. Paul Luce, traffic manager, McKesson 
and Robbins, has been elected to membership on the board of 
directors as an industrial member, succeeding Dal Alderman, 
who resigned because of his change to carrier classification. 

Tom Bugan, capital stock assessor, Cook county, Illinois, 
spoke on ‘‘When Does Title to Goods Pass’? at a forum meet- 
ing of the Junior Traffic Club of Chicago March 10. 





The Calumet Transportation Association, East Chicago, 
Ind., held a trap shooting contest at the Lake Hills Country 
Club March 1. 

John T. Lynch, University of Denver, spoke on “Latin 
America for and Against the Axis” at a monthly dinner meet- 
ing of the Traffic Club of Denver March 13. The board of di- 
rectors has arranged for the purchase of federal defense bonds. 





The Traffic Club of Chicago will hold its annual election 
and business meeting March 26. Voting will be held in the 
afternoon. New officers will be installed at the evening dinner 
meeting. There will be a stage show. J. F. Downing is chair- 
man of the entertainment committee. 


At a monthly dinner meeting of the Women’s Traffic and 
Transportation Club of Baltimore, March 11, Mrs. Katherine 
Gutekunst, vocalist, and director, Baltimore and Ohio Women’s 
Music Club, and Mrs. Doris Nigh Zang, pianist, offered a pro- 
gram of music. Members will hold a theatre party April 17. 
They will see the Play, “Ladies in Waiting.” Arrangements 
are being made by the finance committee, Edna Coffman, 
chairman. 





Newly elected officers of the Traffic Club of Philadelphia 
were installed at an inaugural dinner meeting March 9. Robert 
S. Merkel, formerly foreign freight agent, Pennsylvania Rail- 
road, and Joseph E. Young, Luckenbach Steamship Company, 
have been elected honorary members. 





Warner B. Shepherd, assistant general traffic manager, 
Aluminum Company of America, Pittsburgh, spoke on “Trans- 
portation and the War” at the annual dinner of the Oil City- 
Franklin Traffic Club at Oil City, Pa., March 5. He spoke in 
piace of J. E. Moorhead, executive secretary, Pennsylvania 
Crude Oil Association, who was unable to attend. The Traffic 
World erroneously announced last week that Mr. Moorhead 
has spoken. Lee A. McCracken, judge in the Venango, Pa., 
county court, was toastmaster. There was a program of enter- 
tainment. 


Dr. Royal L. Garff, professor of speech, University of Utah, 
will be the speaker at a luncheon meeting of the Transportation 
Club of Salt Lake at the Hotel Utah March 16. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 
MC 8787 Sub. 3, for March 9, Chicago, canceled. 
1. & S. M-1957, March 11, Roanoke, Va., reassigned March 


Hearing 
Hearing 
14, Roanoke. 
Hearing 
canceled. 
Hearing 
Hearing 
Hearing 


1. & S. M-1832 and MC C-310, March 14, Pittsburgh, Pa., 


28421 and Sub. 1, March 10, Cleveland, O., cancelled. 
1. & S. M-1930, March 10, Kansas City, Mo., cancelled. 
28755, March 11, Los Angeles, Calif., cancelled. 

Hearing MC 14554, March 11, Columbus, O., postponed indefinitely. 

Hearing MC 103299, O. B. Darnell, Gate City, Va., certificate, 
March 13, Roanoke, Va. 

Hearing 28000 Sub. 27, Application of P. R. R. for approval of 
proposed modification of systems or devices under Section 25 (b), of 
interstate commerce act, March 13, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Hearing | & S. M-1957, March 14, Roanoke, Va., cancelled. 

Hearing MC 46659 Sub. 1, March 13, Aberdeen, S. D., canceled. 

Hearing MC 66562 Sub. 384, March 14, Columbus, O., canceled. 

Hearing MC 45485, Union Van Corp., New York, N. Y., March 13, 


Brooklyn. 

Hearing MC 12262, March 13, Chicago, canceled. 

Hearing MC 13300 Sub. 16, March 13, Raleigh, N. C., postponed 
to March 26, Sir Walter Hotel, Raleigh, N. C., Jt. Bd. 103. 

Hearing MC 61599 Sub. 37, March 12, Raleigh, N. C., postponed 


to March 26, Sir Walter Hotel, Raleigh, N. C., Jt. Bd. 103. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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Harry F. Lambert, traffic manager, Great Western Sugar 
Company, and general manager of the Great Western Railway, 
at Denver, Colo., died in that city on March 9. 

Prescott B. Beidelman, freight traffic manager, Great 
Northern Railway, St. Paul, Minn., died March 7. He served 
with the company 42 years. 

C. E. Carlton, assistant freight traffic manager at New 
York for the Missouri Pacific, has retired. He served with the 
company 26 years. 

P. J. Schardt has been appointed vice-president, in charge 
of mail and express traffic, for the Southern Railway, at Wash- 
ington, D. C., effective April 1. Armand E. Hendee, genera] 
freight agent, Atlanta, died March 1. He served with the 
company 32 years. 

G. H. Hill has been appointed superintendent, coast divi- 
sion, Milwaukee Road, at Tacoma, Wash., succeeding W. ( 
Givens, who has been granted a leave of absence on account 
of ill health. 

F. W. Myers has been appointed assistant general freight 
agent for the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe at Denver. 

John S. Gorby has been appointed assistant to general sales 
manager for the Railway Express Agency at New York. 

Dr. E. M. Fessenden has been appointed chief surgeon fo 
the Frisco Lines Employes’ Hospital Association, St. Louis, 
succeeding Dr. R. A. Woolsey, who was killed in an automobile 
accident February 23. 

The board of directors of the Pennsylvania Railroad has 
elected J. R. Downes, vice-president and assistant to president 
a member of the board, succeeding C. D. Young, vice-presi- 
dent, who resigned to enter military service. 

M. T. Davis has been appointed assistant traffic manager at 
Oakland, Calif., for the Chevrolet division of the General Motors 
Corporation. V. D. Orne has been appointed assistant traffic 
manager at Flint, Mich., succeeding F. W. Gleason, who re- 
signed, and F. W. Root has been appointed traffic manager at 
Kansas City, Mo. 

George N. Le Maire, commercial agent, Michigan-Inter- 
state Motor Freight System, was elected president of the alumni 
association of the Freight Traffic Institute at its annual meet- 
ing at Chicago, March 11. Others elected include: Vice-presi- 
dent, James DeGuire, Burch Truck Lines; secretary, Mart) 
Bergin, Chicago Great Western; treasurer, Arthur Mesenbrink 
K. W. Battery Company; members, board of directors, L. H 
Provis, dean of the institute; John Hodgson, Denver Chicagi 
Trucking Company; Joseph R. Lyons, Gallagher and Ascher 
Company, and Irwin A. Grossman, Seavey and Flarsheim Brok- 
erage Company. E. J. Janesch, Central States Motor Freight 
Bureau, was elected chairman of the board. 

Andrew Stevenson, chief of the farm equipment and trans- 
portation branch of the War Production Board, will speak at a 
dinner meeting of the Western Railway Club at the Sherman 
Hotel, Chicago, March 16. 

P. C. Carnes, district freight agent, Pennsylvania Railroad 
will speak on “What Is the Solicitor Worth, and What Are You 
Worth?” at a monthly meeting of the alumni association 0 
the Traffic Manager’s Institute at the Woolworth Building, New 
York, March 19. 

Governor Harold E. Stassen has appointed Carl R. Gray, 
Jr., executive vice-president, Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis, an¢ 
Omaha Railway, St. Paul, chairman of the transportation com 
mittee, industrial resources and production division, Minnesolé 
Office of Civilian Defense. 

John P. Cascio, rather than Joseph P. Cascio, as announcet 
by G. R. Leonard and Company, publishers of Leonard’s Ratt 
Guide, and reported in the Traffic World, February 28, hé@ 
been elected as a member of the board of directors for th 
company. ~ 

The Pennsylvania Railroad has announced the followin: 
appointments in the legal department: D. P. Williams, gene! 
attorney; Windsor F. Cousins, assistant general counsel; Gt! 
W. Knight and John B. Prizer, assistants to the general couns* 
and James W. Oram, assistant general solicitor, all at Ph! 
adelphia. 


Ross Cooledge has resigned as traffic manager for the 
Northwestern Fruit Exchange at Wenatchee, Wash. 


H. W. Ward, general traffic manager, Minneapolis and St 
Louis Railroad, Minneapolis, has been elected president of the 
ninth district chapter of the Association of Interstate Commel™ 
Commission Practitioners. Others elected include: First Vi" 
president, W. W. Gibson; vice-president for Minnesota, © ° 
McMonigal; vice-president for North Dakota, John J. Ag 
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vice-president for South Dakota, E. M. Grapp; vice-president 
for Wisconsin, B. H. Overton; secretary, W. H. Kessel, and 
treasurer, E. H. Berg. 

F. A. Baker has been appointed superintendent, Albu- 
querque division, for the Santa Fe Railway, at Winslow, Ariz., 


succeeding E. E. Foulks, who has been called to active duty 
in military service. 


ILLINOIS CENTRAL SCRAP DRIVE 


The Illinois Central System has embarked on a campaign 
for the recovery of scrap along its lines. In the three years, 
1939 to 1941, the railroad accumulated and disposed of 281,119 
tons of iron and steel scrap and 1,072 tons of non-ferrous scrap, 
in addition to material salvaged for its own use. The new cam- 
paign, under the chairmanship of William S. Morehead, gen- 
eral storekeeper, is expected to yield better results. Especial 
attention will be paid to shops, water stations, power plants, 
abandoned structures and obsolete materials. Where the scrap 
may be reelaimed and added to the railroad’s stores, that will 
be done. The remainder will be disposed of for war produc- 
tion. Representatives of all material-using departments are 
members of Mr. Morehead’s committee, and all employes of the 
railroad have been enlisted in the drive. Cash awards will be 
made to employes submitting suggestions leading to the adop- 
tion of substitute materials and revised methods that will re- 
lease critical materials for reuse and war production. 


GREAT NORTHERN IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

A program of plant maintenance and new equipment pur- 
chase that will cost the Great Northern Railway more than 
$26,500,000 has been announced by F. J. Gavin, the railway’s 
president. New equipment now on order includes three 5,400- 
horsepower diesel freight locomotives for line-haul service; six 
1,000-horsepower diesel locomotives for line-haul and yard 
service; 1,000 50-ton box cars, and 23,000 tons of new steel rail. 
Delivery of 2,000 50-ton box cars ordered in 1941 has begun 
and will be completed in July of this year. By the end of the 
year the railway will have 43,400 freight cars of all types in 
service, the greatest number since before the first World War. 

Wage expenditures in connection with the maintenance 


of way and equipment program will total $20,000,000, accord- 
ing to President Gavin. 


AN 


The SOO LINE is a connecting link 
between this country and our great 
ally, Canada. 

Today, when the movement of goods 
and commodities is so important to our 
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Docket of the Commission 





NOTE—Items in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have been 
added since the last issue of THe TRaFFIC WoRLD. New assignments 
now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein shown 
will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancellations 
and postponements announced too late to show the change in this 
docket will be noted elsewhere. 


March 16—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Jt. Bd. 18: 
MC 74486 and Sub. 1—McCabe Sand and Gravel Co. 


March 16—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 119: 
MC 43061 Sub. 1—Commercial Haulage Co., North Bergen, N. J. 
certificate to extend operations. 


March 16—Chicago, I!!.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 13: 
MC 3566 Sub. 4—Keeshin Motor Express Co., Inc., Chicago, Ii), 


March 16—Charlotte, N. C.—Charlotte Hotel—Jt. Bd. 103: 


MC 101930—Patterson Transfer Co., East Rockingham, N. C., certif. 
cate. 


March 16—Lexington, Ky.—Bd. of Commerce—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 103224—R. Thomas, Owenton, Ky., permit. 


March 16—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: 
MC 52729 Sub. 1—P. Fiorot, Pen Argyl, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 


March 16—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Hotel Wm. Penn.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 31444—S. Schreiber and Mrs. Harry Schreiber, Pittsburgh, Pa 
MC 31444 Subs. 1 and 2—Schreiber Trucking Co., Pittsburgh, Pa, 

March 16—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Examiner Myers: 

MC 42487 Sub. 52—Consolidated Freightways, Inc., Portland, Ore. 
certificate to extend operations. 

March 16—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner Hobbs: 


MC 95304 Sub. 1—S. Headley, Mundy Point, Va., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


March 16—Scranton, Pa.—Hotel Casey—Jt. Bd. 42 and 67: 
MC 7698—Fowler and Williams, Scranton, Pa. 
March 16—Wheeling, W. Va.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 59: 


MC 83610 Sub. 1—A. Linger, Chester, W. Va., certificate to extend 
operations. 


MC 95534 Sub. 1—C. E. Herschler, Steubenville, O. 


WINNIPEG 


INTERNATIONAL “LIFE-LINE’’ 
of Defense and Commerce... 


war effort, the Soo Line is proud of its 
ability to serve the United States and 
Canada with an “‘all out’’ program of 
efficient, fast movement of freight. 
Ship and travel via SOO LINE. 
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e Santa Fe has been privileged to play 
a full part in the gigantic tasks of trans- 
portation born of our defense effort. 
Years of careful maintenance and 
steady improvement of power, rolling 
stock, roadbed and steel, has helped 
much to make that contribution more 


effective. 











self-imposed preparedness 


Nothing has been or will be permitted 
to interfere with the utilization of any 
Santa Fe facility required to help win 
this war. Within the limits of that 
supreme obligation, however, no effort 
will be spared to maintain for American 
shippers that dependable and efficient 
freight service that is a Santa Fe tradition. 


For information on rates and services, consult your nearest 


Santa Fe representative, or write 


J. J. GROGAN 


General Freight Traffic Manager 
Railway Exchange e 


Chicago, Illinois 
























ee 
P. & P. U. RY. 


Guuanens 


—in every 
direction 


Thirty-one states are served directly by 
the fourteen trunk lines for which P. & 
P. U. Ry. furnishes the fast, interchange 
link. 


But, whether your freight comes from or 
is destined to points beyond those four- 
teen railroads or between their on-line 
points, interchange by P. & P. U. Ry. 
gains time and often cuts down the num- 
ber of interchanges necessary for cross 
country movement. 


The fast service routing is via P. & P. U. 


Ry. and Peoria Illinois. 


For any detailed information you may 
want, write to E. F. Stock, Traffic Man- 


ager. 


PEORIA AND PEKIN 


UNION RAILWAY COMPANY 


Union Station, Peoria, Illinois 


SWITCHING SERVICE BETWEEN: Peoria & Pekin Union Ry.; Chicago, Rock 

Island & Pacific Ry.; Chicago & North Western Ry.; Chicago & Illinois Midland; 

Illinois Terminal Railroad Co.; Inland Waterways Corp.; Minneapolis & St. Louis 

R. R.; Alton Railroad; Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry.; Illinois Central R. R.; 

Pennsylvania Railroad; Peoria Terminal R. R.; Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 

road; New York, Chicago & St. Louis Railroad; Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & 
St. Louis Ry. (Peoria & Eastern); Toledo, Peoria & Western R. R. 





PEORIA GATEWAY—ALWAYS OPEN 


* MC 32680 Sub. 2—Apex Motor Line, Apex, N. C. 
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March 17—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 93050 Sub. 3—L. B. Antonellis, Quincy, Mass., certificate to ey, 
tend operations. 
March 17—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 42: 
MC 1220 Sub. 1—Joseph Femminelia, New York, N. Y., permit tg 
extend operations. 
MC 69051 Sub. 1—Joseph Reinhardt, Huntington Station, New York, 
certificate to extend operations. 
March 17—Charlotte, N. C.—Charlotte Hotel—Jt. Bd. 2: 
MC 32680 Sub. 3—Apex Motor Lines, Apex, N. C., certificate to ge. 
tend operations. 


March 17—Charlctte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 



































March 17—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 21: 
MC 65967 Sub. 1—Wilson Truck Co., Inc., Nashville, Tenn., certig. 
cate to extend operations. 
MC 65967 Sub. 3—Wilson Truck Co., Inc., Nashville, Tenn., certig. 
cate to extend operations. 


March 17—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 92: 
MC 80430 Sub. 14—Gateway City Transfer Co., Inc., LaCrosse, Wis, 
certificate to extend operations. 


March 17—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 46: 
MC 103092—R. E. Heaton, Hillsboro, Ia., certificate. 


March 17—Lexington, Ky.—Bd. of Commerce—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 8354 Sub. 1—Gillis Van Service, Lexington, Ky., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 102624 Sub. 1—Conyer’s Transfer, Mt. Sterling, Ky., permit to 
extend operations. 
MC 102624 Sub. 3—Conyer’s Transfer, Mt. Sterling, Ky., permit to 
extend operations. 


March 17—Madison, Wis.—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 95: 

MC 54661 Sub. 9—Land O’Lakes Bus Co., Madison, Wis., certificate, 
March 17—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: 

MC 30814 Sub. 1—R. A. Bozarth, Millville, N. J., certificate. 


March 17—Scranton, Pa.—Hotel Casey—Jt. Bd. 42: 
MC 334, Sub. 1—Tri-State Transit Lines, Milford, Pa., certificate to 
extend operations. 
March 17—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 148: 
MC 102126 Sub. 1—Gregory Farmers Elevator Co., Gregory, S. D., 
certificate to extend operations. 
March 17—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Brinkley and Nye: 
Finance 11915—Application of Erie and Erie, Arlington R. R. Co,, 
Bergen County R. R. Co. et al. for an order approving sale to 
Erie of properties of above named companies, other than Erie. 


March 17—Wheeling, W. Va.—U. S. Court—Examiner Kerttu: 
MC 1003—Meyer Transit Co., Inc., Davis, W. Va. 
MC 59155—Reynolds Transportation Co., Clarksburg, W. Va. 


March 18—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 1160 Sub. 1—Wagman Transfer Corp., Boston, Mass., permit to 
extend operations. 
MC 173 Sub. 1—Abbt Motor Transportation Co., Cambridge, Mass. 


March 18—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bds. 305 & 42: 
MC 42261 Sub. 2—Langer Transport Corp., Jersey City, N. J., certif- 
cate to extend operations. 
MC 46005 Sub. 1—Burg Trucking Corp., New York, N. Y., permit 
to extend operations, 
























































March 18—Chicago, I!1.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Shoup: 
MC 59765 Sub. 4—M. Loebel, Otsego, Mich., permit to extend opera 
tions. 


March 18—Chicago, !Iil.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 149 and 21: 
MC 38183 Sub. 8—Wheelock Bros., Inc., Kansas City, Mo., certif- 
cate to extend operations. 
MC 38183 Sub. 4—Wheelock Bros., Inc., Kansas City, Mo., certif- 
cate to extend operations. 
March 18—Columbia, S. C.—Wade Hampton Hotel—Jt. Bd. 2: 
MC 5835 Sub. 1—Peoples Motor Express, Inc., Charleston, S. C., cer 
tificate to extend operations. 


March 18—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 54: 
MC 103249 Sub. 1—L. Whimpey, Moline, IIl., certificate. 


March 18—Lexington, Ky.—Bd. of Commerce—Jt. Bd. 105: 
MC 30669 Sub. 7—Pinson’s Transfer Co., Pikeville, Ky., certificate to 
extend operations, 
MC 76552 Sub. 2—Dunbar Truck Line, Jamestown, Ky., certificate 
to extend operations. 


March 18—Madison, Wis.—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 142 and 111: 

MC 13095 Sub. 3—Wunnicke Transfer, Inc., Boscobel, Wis., permit 
to extend operations. 

MC 13095 Sub. 4—Wunnicke Transfer, Inc., Boscobel, Wis., permit 
to extend operations. 


March 18—Milwaukee, Wis.—Hotel Schroeder—Examiner Disque: 
28741—Malleable Iron Range Co., vs. C. M. St. P. & P. et al. 


March 18—Fittsburgh, Pa.—Hotel Wm. Penn.—Jt. Bds. 59 and 27: 
MC 33973 Sub. 1—E. J. Stanton, Beaver, Pa., permit to extend oper 
tions. 
MC 29516—P. Milliron Transfer and Storage Co., East Liverpool, Os 
MC 62855 Sub. 2—Columbus Cartage Co., Sharon, Pa., certificate 
extend operations, 


March 18—Philadeiphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: , 
MC 62525 Sub. 5—F. T. Geroulo, Allentown, Pa., permit to exten 
operations. 
March 18—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Examiner Meyers: 
MC 103039 EX—G. Folquet, Castle Rock, Wash. 





ate to ey. 


permit tg 
New York 


ate to ex. 


™ 105 ANGELES § 


n., certifi. 


sse, Wis,, 


dford: 
tificate to 


permit to 


permit to 


certificate, 
nan: 
e, 


rtificate to 
ry, S. D., 


R. R. Go 
ng sale to 
Erie. 

‘3 

Va. 


EY MEN in government and industry require 
permit to 


fast, dependable transportation. That’s 


>, Mass, 


ca: @ Ba LG a where Union Pacific Streamliners play an 
. ce ‘: ih ve a fide er: “te “4 


— important part. They are on the job—day in 


and day out. 


ons And so it is with Union Pacific freight service. 
21: 
Io., certif- 


stream of materials and parts. Union Pacific 
o., certif- 


Production and assembly plants demand a steady 


m freight locomotives, powerful giants of the rails, 


S.C. ch THE GATEWAY OF THE PACIFIC SOUTHWEST sie a rolling so that Uncle Sam can 
TO THE PORTS OF THE WORLD a ae 


* * * 
»rtificate to 


certificate Today, our Nation’s war program comes first 
— and Union Pacific is cooperating to the fullest 
‘is., permit We invite your routing VIA... extent. We appreciate the patient understanding 


'is., perm Th p ' L A of travelers who are not always able to obtain 
yisque: e ort 0 0s nge es the accommodations they desire. Our thanks to 
t al. 


aah ee A Municipal Enterprise Devoted to Public Service 


LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 


——_— = m-o-newse,secrerry Hl UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD 


yers: The Siwalegic Mudldle Kole 


you for your past and future cooperation. 





SUBSCRIBE FOR 
THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Here’s how you will profit: 
1. A Check on Your Tariff File 





THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN prints an abstract of 
every new tariff, supplement and classification filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commission (railroads 
and motor carriers) and the Maritime Commission 
(steamship lines) in the current week, enabling you 
to get copies of those that will change your rates, 
well in advance of the effective dates. 


2. Advance Notice of Rate Proposals 





Due to the wide circulation of THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN among shippers, the territorial rate 
committees of the railroads and intercoastal steam- 
ship lines use its columns to give public notice of 
all proposals received from shippers and carriers 
to establish and to change commodity rates. This 
information is available from no other source in a 
form so complete and convenient for checking. Dis- 
position notices of a number of the committees are 
printed to advise the subscriber of the decision 
reached on each poy Thus you are informed 
far in advance of many changes which might not 
otherwise be called to your attention until after the 
new rates were published. 


3. Rate Changes on Short Notice 


Present competitive conditions have greatly in- 
creased the number of rate changes made by the 
carriers on less than 30 days’ notice. Before making 
them effective the railroads, motor carriers, and 
steamship lines must file short notice applications. 
These are printed in THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN as 
they are filed in Washington, along with the railroad, 
steamship and truck “Permissions” (short notice 
changes which are allowed by the two regulatory 
bodies). Information of this kind, received in ad- 
vance of a change.in one single instance, may save 
you more than the cost of a full year’s subscription. 


4. Advance Information of Classification 





Changes 


Subscribers to THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN re- 
ceive free of charge the quarterly dockets of the 
Consolidated Classification Committee, listing the 
changes currently proposed. 


5. Other Essential Rate Information 





Suspended tariffs, embargo notices, fourth section 
applications and orders, tariffs returned and express 
tariffs. 


The use of THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN for only a 
few months will return your investment with in- 
terest in actual time and money saved. Let the 
weekly issues add to the efficiency and increase the 
effectiveness of the work in your department. Send 
$6.25 for a trial three months’ subscription today. 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Chicago, Ill. 


418 South Market Street 
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March 18—Scranton, Pa.—Hotel Casey—Examiner Cockrum: 
* 1, & S. M-1955—Coal—Junedale, Moosic, Scranton, Pa., to N. J. ang 
N. Y. points. 
March 18—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 148: 
MC 100043—Dobash Transportation Co., Sioux Falls, Ia. 


March 18—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—ZJt. Bd. 108: 

MC 80424 Sub. 2—Bristow Brothers, Richmond, Va., certificate to e. 
tend operations. 

MC 699 Sub. 2—Clarence Wyatt Transfer, Richmond, Va., certificate 
to extend operations. 

MC 17028 Sub. 2—Old Dominion Freight Line, Richmond, Va., certig. 
cate to extend operations. 

MC 35541 Sub. 3—Scheider’s Transfer, Richmond, Va., certificate to 
extend operations. 

MC 88833 Sub. 2—Griffin’s Transfer Co., Richmond, Va., certificate 
to extend operations. 


March 18—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bds. 149 and 179: 
MC 10872 Sub. 3—Be Mac Transport Co., Inc., St. Louis, Mo., certig. 
cate to extend operations. 
MC 76692 Sub. 1—Fischer Transfer Co., Inc., Washington, Mo., certif. 
cate to extend operations. 


March 18—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC 2960 Sub. 1—D. A. Beard Truck Lines Co., common carrier ap. 
plication, new operation. 
MC 15324 Sub. 1—W. B. Keele, new operations. 
MC 80415 Subs. 1 and 2—A. E. McDonald Motor Freight Lines, ex. 
tension, Oklahoma City and Tulsa and new operations. 


March 18—Wheeling, W. Va.—U. S. Court—Examiner Kerttu: 
MC 72923 Sub. 1—Interstate Truck Service, Inc., Wheeling, W. Va,, 
certificate to extend operations. 


March 19—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 66340—Millis Transportation Co., Inc., Millis, Mass. 


March 19—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 42 and Exam. 
iner Schubert: 
MC 155—Miller’s Forwarding Corp., Secaucus, N. J. 
MC 152 Sub. 1—Motor Express and Terminal Corp., Secaucus, N. J. 
MC 65519 and Sub. 1—E. H. Miller Transportation Co., Inc., N. J. 


March 19—Chicago, I!1.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Shoup: 
MC 5320—George Edler Fireproof Storage Warehouse, Chicago, Ill. 
MC 79658—Atlas Van Lines, Inc., Chicago, Il. 


March 19—Chicago, I!!.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Disque: 
28782—Petroleum Shippers Association vs: A. & S. et al. 
28793—Indiana State Chamber of Commerce vs. A. W. & W. et al. 
28760—Midland Cooperative Wholesale vs. A. & S. et al. 

28760 Sub. 1—Illinois Petroleum Marketers Association vs. A. & §. 
et al. 

28760 Sub. 2—Iowa Independent Oil Jobbers Association vs. A. &S§ 
et al. 

28760 Sub. 3—Wisconsin Petroleum Association vs. A. & S. et al. 

28760 Sub. 4—Iowa Farm Service Co., Cooperative Service Co. vs. 


A. & &. 
28760 Sub. 5—Missouri Independent Oil Jobbers Association vs. A. & 
S. et al. 
March 19—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 53: 


MC 1358 and Subs. 4 and 5—White Bros. Transfer Co., Cumberland 
Ta., certificate to extend operations. 
March 19—Cincinnati, O.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Mackley: 
W-334—Coney Island, Inc., common carrier application, permit. 
March 19—Des Moines, la.—Hotel Kirkwood—Jt. Bd. 92: 
MC 1629, Sub. 2—Reliable Transit Co., Chicago, IIl., certificate to 
extend operations. 
March 19—Lexington, Ky.—Bd. of Commerce—Jt. Bd. 209 and 37: 
MC 103115—G. J. Poore, Crittenden, Ky., certificate. 
MC 103251—J. R. Gross, Walton, Ky., certificate. 
March 19—Madison, Wis.—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 111: 
MC 57641 Sub. 1—Cardinal Lines, Inc., Beloit, Wis., certificate. 
March 19—Mitchell, S. D.—County Ct.—Examiner Henderson: 
MC 103076—T. Boschee, Presho, S. D., certificate. 
March 19—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: 
MC 32583 Sub. 1—G. B. Smith, West Chester, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 19806 Sub. 2—Crossman’s Storage, Philadelphia, Pa., certificate 
to extend operations. 


March 19—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Hotel Wm. Penn.—Jt. Bds. 325, 206, and 330: 
MC 32845 Sub. 1—W. Shaw, DuBois, Pa., certificate to extend oper 
tions. 
MC 102412 Sub. 1—J. J. Varo, Erie, Pa., certificate to extend oper 
tions. 
MC 94091—D. S. Crane, Terre Alta, W. Va. 
March 19—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Examiner Myers: 
MC C-287—Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau, Inc., vs. B & N Transféf 
et al. 
March 19—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner Hobbs: ; 
MC 102976 Sub. 2—A. B. Hopkins, Jr., Columbia, N. C., certificate 
extend operations. 


March 19—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 26: 
MC 103217—G. Blegen, Arco, Minn., certificate. 

March 19—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Ct.—Jt. Bd. 144: f 
MC 45924 Sub. 1—L. J. Fuerstenberg, Wilmont, Minn., certificate ! 

extend operations. 

March 19—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 135: . 

MC 29745 Sub. 2—St. Louis-Eastern Truck Lines, Inc., St. Louls, ° 
tificate to extend operations. 

MC 103240—Rolando Transfer, Herrin, Ill., permit. 
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March 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Kilroy: 
|, & S. M-1281—Bauserman’s Transfer, commodities in trunk line 
territory. 
March 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
|, & S. 5110—Maximum rate provision, ocean-rail to southwest. 
March 20—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Dunn: 
mc 37391—C. S. Borggaard, Somerville, Mass. 
MC 37391 Sub. 1—C. S. Borggaard, Somerville, Mass., certificate to 
extend operations. 
march 20—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Kirby: 
Finance 10131—Spokane International reorganization. 
March 20—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Shoup: 
MC 52791, Sub. 2—Mueller Truck Line, Chicago, Ill., permit to extend 
operations, 
March 20—Denver, Colo.—Shirley-Savoy Hotel—Jt. Bd. 126: 
MC 38183 Sub. 15—Wheelock Bros., Inc., Kansas City, Mo., certificate 
to extend operations. 
March 20—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 76: 
MC 54621 Sub. 2—William Walton Co., Saginaw, Mich., certificate. 
MC 54621 Sub. 3 and MC 7809—William Walton Co., Saginaw, Mich., 
certificate or permit. 
March 20—Lexirgton, Ky.—Bd. of Commerce—Jt. Bd. 10 and 62: 
MC 64371—W. A. Malone, Allen, Ky., certificate or permit. 
MC 103226—C. A. Wurts, Ashland, Ky., certificate. 
March 20—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: 
MC 81304 Sub. 1—M. A. Pursell, Bethlehem, Pa., Certificate to extend 
operations. 
March 20—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Hotel Wm. Penn—Examiner Haley: 
MC 47474—Penn Ohio New York Express Corp., Erie, Pa., certificate 
or permit to extend operations. 


March 20—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Hotel Wm. Penn—Jt. Bd. 330: 
MC 47474 Sub. 3—P. O. N. Y. Express, Erie, Pa. 
March 20—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Jt. Bd. 108 and 7: 
MC 1168 Sub. 3—Baltimore Transfer Co., Baltimore, Md., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 903 Sub. 7—C. W. Falwell, Jr., Lynchburg, Va., certificate to ex- 
tend operations, 


March 20—Rochester, N. Y.—Seneca Hotel—Examiner Hall: 
Electric railway docket 15—Subway Division, Rochester Transit Corp., 
Rochester, N. Y. 
March 20—Scranton, Pa.—Hotel Casey—Jt. Bd. 228: 
* MC 103308—Pointer Line, Lansford, Pa., certificate. 


March 20—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 91: 
MC 89913 Sub. 15—Frisco Transportation Co., St. Louis, certificate to 
extend operations. 


March 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Molster: 
Finance 13620—Application of the Grande Ronde Pine Co. for au- 
thority to acquire control of the Almanor R. R. by purchase of 
capital stock. 


March 21—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 63392—G. S. Armstrong, Needham Heights, Mass., certificate. 


March 21—Brooklyn, New York—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 64202 Sub. 1—James Russo, Paterson, N. J., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
March 21—Evansville, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner Mackley: 
28763—Hougland and Hardy, Inc., et al. vs. A. & W. et al. 


March 21—Mitchell, S. D.—County Ct.—Examiner Henderson: 
MC 57891 Sub. 1 EX—G. Whitney, Ft. Pierre, S. D., certificate. 


March 21—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: 
MC 103239—G. Bono, Norristown, Pa., permit. 


March 21i—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner Hobbs: 
MC 60875 Sub. 4—Rutherford Freight Lines, Inc., Bristol, Va., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 


March 23—Akron, O.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner Hanrahan: 
|. & S. M-1871—Split pick-up and delivery rule in central territory. 


March 23—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Dunn: 

MC 103631—M. Korson & Co., Cambridge, Mass., certificate. 

MC 103126—Bernard’s Motor Transportation Co., Mattapan, Mass., 
permit. 


March 23—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Lenox—Examiner Hall: 

|. & S. 5103—Shoes, Brockton, Mass., to Brooklyn, N. Y. 
March 23—Boston, Mass.—Lenox Hotel—Examiner Prout: 
* 28792—Interchange of freight at Boston piers. 


March 23—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: 

MC ee & F Motor Transportation Co., Jersey City, N. J., cer- 
tificate, 

March 23—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Shoup: 

MC 18135 and Subs. 1 and 2 and MC 52657 and Subs. 2 and 6—In 
Matter of holding by W. R. Arthur & Co., Inc., Janesville, Wis., 
of permit under MC 18135 and Subs. 1 and 2 and by Arco Auto 
Carriers, Inc., Chicago, of certificate under MC 52657 and Subs. 2 
and 6. 

March 23—Chicago, IIl.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Disque: 

W-439—Marine Transit Co., Chicago, Ill., permit. 


March 23—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland Plaza Hotel—Commissioner John- 
Son and Examiner Weaver: 
l. & S. 4208—Grain to, from and between southern territory. 
17000, Part 7-A—Grain and grain products to and within southern 


territory. 
27705 ane Sub. 1—Corporation Comm., State of Okla., et al. vs. Ark. 
. et al. 


27594—New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau vs. A. & S. et al. 
27226—New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau vs. A. & R. et al. 
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Have You Read These Manuals? 


Public Warehouses in Distribution, by John H. Frederick 


Nine chapters analyzing the services of public warehouses 
in distribution, covering storage and delivery services, ware- 
house receipts, field warehousing, pool car distribution, stor- 
age in transit, trucking and city delivery, flexibility of leased 
warehouse space, how warehouses solve the branch house 
problem, and how to select public warehouses. 62 pages, pa- 
per cover, 50 cents. 


Industrial Traffic Management, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


335 pages covering scope of traffic management, training, ship- 
ping and receiving, management of equipment, rates, rate 
adjustments, tariffs, routing, tracing, expediting, claims, ex- 
press, parcel post, foreign trade, procedure before I. C. C. and 
state commissions, federal regulation. Two volumes—Cloth 
bound, $1.50 each—Two volumes $3.00. 


Principles of Freight Traffic, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Sixteen chapters covering railroad freight traffic departments, 
rules of freight classification, principles of rate making, tarfff 
construction and interpretation, principles of rate structures, 

analysis of rate structures in freight rate territories, and the 

-_ of export and import rates. 160 pages, cloth bound, 
1.50. 


Selling Highway Freight Transportation, by Charles E. Parks 


Tells of the effect of regulation on truck line merchandising 
methods, shipping motives, sales resistance and how to meet 
it, suggested techniques for personal solicitation, and the 
most profitable fields for selling highway freight transporta- 
tion. 70 pages, cloth bound, $1.00. 


The Principles of Water Transportation, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Twelve chapters covering the development and organization 
of water transportation, ports and port charges, freight for- 
warding and brokerage, documents and procedure, freight 
classification and rates, passenger, mail, and express services, 
government aid to and regulation of shipping, and summaries 
of marine policies of leading maritime nations. 107 pages, 
paper cover, 50 cents. 


Selling Railroad Transportation, by Charles E. Parks 


An analysis of selling methods, qualifications of railroad sales- 
man, and what he should know, four groups of prospects, 
buying motives, analysis of buying process. 71 pages, paper 
cover, 50 cents. 


Railroad Organization, Operation and Traffic, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Nineteen chapters ccvering railroad development corporate 
organization, organization and personnel of traffic depart- 
ments, operating departments, roadway and structures, rolling 
stock and equipment, yard and terminal operation, accounting, 
solicitation and traffic development, special and terminal serv- 
ices, passenger services and rates, freight rate making and 
changing, public relations. 144 pages, paper cover, 50 cents. 


Freight Classification and Rate Making, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Carrier tratfic management—functions and organization, traffic 
geography, territorial subdivisions, principles and rules of 
freight classification and rate making, rate structure, rate 
making machinery, tariff construction and _ interpretation. 
Cloth bound, 160 pages, $1.50. 


Railroad Freight Rate Structure, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


The freight rate structure of each territorial subdivision, 
interterritorial rate structure, rail-water rates, and import and 
export railroad rates. Cloth bound, 208 pages, $1.50. 


Motor Freight Transportation and Regulation, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Seventeen chapters covering development of motor transporta- 
tion and highways, types of motor freight carriers, local and 
intercity services, principles of freight classifications and rate 
making, regulations governing tariffs and schedules, bills of 
lading and shipping documents, liability and insurance, ac- 
counting principles, analysis of regulation. 168 pages, cloth 
bound, $1.50. 


Air Transportation and Regulation, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


A 70-page paper cover booklet covering air mail services, the 
place of air express in present day distribution, passenger 
services, the regulation of air transportation by local, state, 
federal and international agencies. 50 cents, 


Traffic Law, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Ten chapters covering duties and liability of carriers, special 
rates and rebates, claims, embargoes, freight pooling, payment 
of freight charges, as governed by the interstate commerce 
act and coramon law, and as applied by the federal courts. 
70 pages, paper cover, 50 cents. 


All books shipped postpaid. If ten or more books are 
ordered at one time, deduct 10% from list price. 


Send remittance with order to 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


418 South Market St. Chicago, Illinois 
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OF PRODUCTION 


SIGNODE Assures 
Safe Arrival 


If material for the War 
Program arrives dam- 
aged at final destination 
production energy has 
been wasted.Tight bands 
of steel applied with Sig- 
node tools protect the shipment securely against 
shocksand handlingintransit—whetherthe ma- 
terial is shipped in less than carload or carload 
quantities. Experienced men in all principal cities 
are ready to help with any type of application. 


SIGNODE STEEL STRAPPING CO. 
Chicago: 2613 N. Western Ave. 
Brooklyn, N. ¥.: 364 Furman Street 

San Francisco, Calif.: 451 Bryant Street 
Representatives in Principal Cities Throughout the 
United States and Canada 


SIGNOD 





COLOMBIA 
JAMAICA - GUATEMALA - HONDURAS 
COSTA RICA - PANAMA ° NICARAGUA 
WEST COAST of CENTRAL and 
SOUTH AMERICA 


For information consult 


FREIGHT BOOKING DEPARTMENT 


Pier 2, North River, New York 
321 St. Charles St., New Orleans 


Canvas leggings protected with Signode 
Steel Strapping for safe shipment 


ORDNANCE 
VEHICLES 
MACHINERY 
EQUIPMENT 
FOOD PRODUCTS 
RAW MATERIALS 


UNITED FRUIT 
x COMPANY « 


Regular Established Services 
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23360—New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau vs. A. & R. et al. 
27727—Texas Industrial Traffic League vs. Ark. R. R. et al. 
27817—Missouri Millers Assn. vs. A. & S. et al. 
27892—Merchants Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., vs. Alton et al, 
27777—Dixie-Portland Flour Mills vs. A. & R. et al. 
27418—Traffic Assn. of south Atlantic ports et al. vs. A. & R. et a) 
26965—Farmers National Grain Corp. et al. vs. A. G. S. et al. 
15026—Oklahoma Millers League vs. Ala. & Miss. R. R. et al. 
26345—Tex-O-Kan Flour Mills Co. vs. A. & S. et al. 
20252—Mississippi R. R. Comm. et al. vs. A. & R. et al. 
24368—Rea-Patterson Milling Co. et al. vs. Mo. Pac. et al. 
1. & S. 4309—Grain proportionals, Ohio River crossings to south. 
1. & S. 4229—Grain, Texas to Miss. River (for beyond). 
Fourth section aps. 16151, 16253, 16476, 16504, 16609, 16767 and 16999 
—Grain to, from and between southern territory. 
15082—Capital Grain & Feed Co. et al. vs. Ill. Cent. et al. 
March 23—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 76: 
MC 50034, Sub. 4—Saunders & Douglass Motor Freight Service, Ine. 
Logansport, Ind., certificate to extend operations. 
March 23—Indianapolis, Ind.—Fed. Bldg.—Examiner Colfer: 
MC 45829 Sub. 3—Carolina Motor Express Lines, Inc., Indianapolis, 
Ind., certificate to extend operations. 
March 23—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 179: 
MC 44613, Sub. 9—Mo.-Ark. Coach Lines, Inc., Springfield, Mo., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
March 23—Madison, Wis.—Public Service Comm.—Examiner Peterson: 
MC 70426—Schumacher Motor Express, Eau Claire, Wis. 
March 23—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: 
MC 16095 Sub. 1—Wehaulem, Eddystone, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 
March 23—Philadelphia, Pa.—Adelphia Hotel—Examiner Clifford 
* MC F-1796—Apex Express, Inc., purchase, John M. Quinby. 
March 23—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 65: 
MC 37081 Sub. 2—Dinges Transfer, Altoona, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 7171 Sub. 1—F. Wimer, New Castle, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 
March 23—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Examiner Myers: 
MC C-294—Vegetables, LaGrande and Baker, Ore., to Spokane. 
March 23—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Examiner Stiles: 
W-809—Shaver Forwarding Co., common and contract carrier appll- 
cation. 
March 23—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner Hobbs. 
MC 79887 Sub. 1—A. B. C. Van and Storage Co., Inc., Norfolk, Va. 
certificate to extend operations. 
March 23—Sioux Falis, S. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Henderson: 
MC C-321—G. and P. Transportation Co., Inc., et al. vs. Al Buholtz 
Transfer et al. 
March 23—Knoxville, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 514 Sub. 1—People’s Transfer Co., Johnson City, Tenn., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 
March 23—Wheeling, W. Va.—U. S. Court—Examiner Kerttu: 
1. & S. M-i1777—Harry Lee Mullenax, commodities from and to Va 
and W. Va. 
March 24—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
* MC 103725—B. and B. Bus Service, Inc., Hinesville, Ga. 
March 24—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 70451, Sub. 9—Watson Bros. Transportation Co., Inc., Omaha 
Neb., certificate to extend operations. 
March 24—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 19070—F. P. Fay Live Stock Transportation, Weymouth, Mass., 
certificate or permit. 
MC 103275 EX—L. C. Whittemore, Lowell, Mass., certificate of exemp- 
1104 


March 24—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Lenox—Examiner Hall: 
W-855—Hall Tug and Barge Corporation, contract carrier application, 
permit. 


March 24—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 60847 Sub. 2—Standard Trucking Co., Perth Amboy, N. J. 


March 24—Brooklyn, N. Y¥Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
* MC F-1701—Mountain Transit Corp., purchase—Consolidated Moun- 
tain Lines, Inc. 
* MC F-1702—Sidney Engelhardt and New Jersey-New York Transil 
Co., Inc., control, Mountain Transit Corporation. 
March 24—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Morrison—Examiner Disque: 
W-637—R. Howland, contract carrier application under section 309 (c) 


March 24—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 21: 
MC 52746 Sub. 7—Knaus Truck Lines, Inc., Kansas City, Mo., cer 
tificate to extend operations. 


March 24—Denver, Colo.—Shirley Savoy—Jt. Bd. 306: 
MC 103119—Colorado-Arizona Express, Denver, Colo., permit. 


March 24—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 57: 
MC 3468 Sub. 9—F. J. Boutell Driveaway Co., Inc., Flint, Mich., ce™ 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 60825 Sub. 1—Great Lakes Trucking Co., Inc., Detroit, certificate 
to extend operations. 


March 24—Knoxville, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 279: 
MC 103294—A. J. Kickam Co., Bristol, Va., certificate. 
MC 103302—Jim Jack Hickam Co., Bristol, Tenn., certificate. 


March 24—Madison, Wis.—Public Service Comm.—Examiner Peters0: 
MC 101774, Sub. 1—Burch Construction Co., Madison, Wis., certificate 
to extend operations. 
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STARRETT-LEHIGH 
BUILDING 


OUTSTANDING as its dominance over New York’s West 
Side midtown skyline, the STARRETT-LEHIGH BUILDING 


offers the manufacturer and distributor superior advantages: 


















e Lehigh Valley R. R. freight terminal on street level; 
elevators direct to rail yard platform 


e Truck elevators to all floors, affording street floor 
facilities throughout 


eFloor areas, 52,000 to 124,000 sq. feet. Smaller 
units may be leased 


e High safety standards—Jow insurance rates 
e Live steam for manufacturing purposes 
e Fast passenger elevators; restaurant; barber shop. 


INVESTIGATE .... learn what satisfied, 


nationally-known occupants are doing at the 


Starreti-Lehigh Building 


West 26th— West 27th Streets—lIlth to 18th Avenues 
D. R. CROTSLEY, Manager, 601 West 26th Street Tel.: CHickering 4-5520 
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W. E. HEDGER TRANSPORTATION CORPORATION 


120 Wall Street, New York City 


Chamber of Commerce Bidg., Buffalo - - + - 268 Market St., San Francisco 


740 TRAFFIC WORLD) 


March 24—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: March 24—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Henderson ang 
MC 32505 Sub. 2—Vinci’s Express, Inc., Sea Isle City, N. J., certifi- Jt. Bd. 147: 
cate to extend operations. 1. & S. M-1620—Groceries, petroleum products, etc., Pipestone, Minn, 
MC 3889 Sub. 1—Hipkins Truck Service, Philadelphia, Pa., permit to to S. D. points. ; 
extend operations. MC C-299—Watertown Chamber of Commerce vs. Hess M« 
March 24—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 65: press et al. 
MC 12263—J. H. Dillner, Pittsburgh, Pa., license. March 24—St. Louis, Mo.—Coronado Hotel—Examiner Mackley: 
March 24—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 172: Fourth section aps. 19458 and 19459—Tankage from Chemical, IIl,, to 
MC 66952 Sub. 1—Pacific Transfer & Storage Co., Eugene, Ore., cer- Lake Charles, La. 
tificate to extend operations. Fourth Section Appis. 19598 and 19599—Tankage from Chemical, ]jj, 
MC 66952—Pacific Transfer & Storage Co., Eugene, Ore., certificate to Lake Charles, La. 
or permit. March 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
March 24—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner Hobbs: Fourth Section Aps. 17775, 18662 and 18726—Minimum rates from ang 
MC 103209—A. Kientz, Jarratt, Va., certificate. to Southern points. 
March 24—Sait Lake City, Utah—-Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 85: March 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Molster: 


MC 101676, Sub. 4—Combes Gas & Oil Co., Salt Lake City, Utah, Finance 13610—Application of United Stockyards Corp. for authority 
permit to extend operations. 


: to acquire control by indirect stock ownership of railroad properties 
March 24—San Antonio, Tex.—Hotel Plaza—Jt. Bd. 77: of Stockyards Railway Co. (South St. Paul, Minn.), South gap 
MC 2226, Sub. 34—Red Arrow Freight Lines, Inc., Houston, Tex., Francisco Live Stock Handling Co. (South San Francisco, Cal), 
certificate to extend operations. Sioux City Terminal, Peninsula Terminal Co. and Ft. Worth Live 
MC 4943, Sub. 11—J. H. Robinson Truck Lines, Inc., Corpus Christi, Stock Handling Co. 
Tex., certificate to extend operations. March 24—Wheeling, W. Va.—U. S. Court—Examiner Kerttu: 
= : ‘ eee MC 31285 Sub. 1—Tower Trucking Co., Inc., Wheeling, W. Va., cer. 
tificate. 


MC 31285—Tower Trucking Co., Inc., Wheeling, W. Va. 


TARIFF FILING ——— MOTOR PASSENGER STATISTICS 
<— = > Class I motor carriers of passengers, excluding charter or 
we EXPAN SION AND == ~~ special, for December, 1941, scouel 30,232,063 ce Mac a 
= had passenger revenues totaling $14,911,656 as against $15- 
COMPRESSION the 165,906 and $11,424,884, respectively, for December, 1940, ac. 
= cording to a Commission compilation of revenues and _pas- 
DRAWER . “gE sengers of those carriers, statement M-700. 


lor Ey. 











THE EXCLUSIVE 
PANDING AND 
CO MPRESSING 


Seager Xe Se CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 


to the full tariff drawer 


when in use end pro- e : \ « « RATES: $1.00 a Line, Minimum 3 Lines » » 


tects the contents when 
closed. 
Write for complete . 
information SITUATION WANTED — Traffic manager, or traffic manager 
AUTOMATIC FILE & INDEX Co. assistant, to take charge of Shipping and Receiving Depts., 48 years 
629 West Washington Bivd., Dept. A-97, Chicago, ill, old, 22 years’ experience, well versed in all phases of traffic. Best 
references. Salary $3,850 per year. Address Box 51, Traffic World. 


FOR SALE—Trucking company wishes to sell operating rights, 
Chicago to points in Iowa. Have I. C. C. certificate. Address Box 52, 
Traffic World. 


POSITION WANTED by experienced rail transportation traffic man, 
now employed (not a lawyer). Age 44, married, one child. Location 
unimportant, a traveling position would be acceptable; part time work 
with one or more firms would be considered. Address Box 53, Traffic 
World. 











Statistical | HENRY J. SAUNDERS 


and Consulting Engineer, Statistical and 
Accounting Analyst 
Cost Studies ef Operating Costs and Trafic 


Analyses 644 Transportation Bldg. 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 
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ViessELs of the McCormick fleet, pioneers in the in- 
tercoastal and coastwise services are now integral links in 
the nation’s wartime effort and while we cannot serve 


D ET RO IT you directly as in past years, there will be a time when 
* 


our ships return to resume handling your shipments 


900 ROOMS | | “=== 
DIVISION OF POPE 


cROM $290 et 


STEAMSHIP 
J. E. FRAWLEY, General Manager COMPANY 








